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2949. Also, petition of F. E. Morriss, executive secretary
and general manager, Texas Refail Dry Goods Association,
of Dallas, Tex., favoring House bills 7152 and 7550; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

2950. Also, petition of Brazos County Agricultural Associa-
tion and Lynn Sample, Bryan, Tex., favoring House bill
7577, Flannagan farm-adjustment hbill; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

2951, By Mr. LAMNECK: Petition of Denny Cross and
250 other citizens of Columbus, Ohio, urging passage of
House bill 4199, known as the General Welfare Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
MonpAY, JuLy 19, 1937

The House met at 12 o'clock noon,
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D.,
offered the following prayer:

Merciful God, our Heavenly Father, as we pause in prayer
at Thy mercy seat may we hear Thee in conscience and in
the dictates of a higher selfhood. Quicken our souls, for the
best influence in all this world is a spiritualized manhood.
We pray that by vision and by virtue we may be a voice for
the oppressed, the suffering, and the sinning. Give us, we
entreat Thee, a truthful knowledge of ourselves for the
freshening of our ideals and for the answers of our fevered
questions. Help us, we beseech Thee, for we are compounds
of weakness and of strength, and the difficult task is to
separate the bad from the good, the wise from the unwise.
May this day be the beginning of a week of earnest living
and earnest doing. Abide with our President, our Speaker,
and the Congress, and be in all their counsels. Thine shall
be the praise. In the name of Jesus. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, July 16, 1937,
was read and approved.
CAROLINE L. RODGERS
Mr. WARREN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolu-
tion from the Committee on Accounts.
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
House Resolution 280
Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House to Caroline L. Rodgers, wife of Joseph G. Rodgers,
late an employee of the House, an amount equal to 6 months’
com| tion and an additional amount, not to exceed $250, to
defray funeral expenses of the sald Joseph G. Rodgers.
The resolution was agreed to.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and include two state-
ments by myself.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection. )

SHALL WE SAVE OUR MARKETS FOR AMERICAN FATS AND OILS?

Mr. PTERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks at this point in the Recorp on the
trade treaty with Norway.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. PIERCE. Mr, Speaker, the National Grange and
other farm organizations are seeking to enlist the coopera-
tion of Congressmen, as well as fellow Grangers, dairymen,
and other agricultural producers for the protection of an
American industry now threatened by a proposed reciprocal
trade agreement with Norway. I am now, and have been
for over a quarter of a century, a member of the Grange.
For the many years of my public life, as Oregon State sen-
ator and Governor, and now in Congress, I have been an
uncompromising champion of the dairymen and have, as a
member of the Committee on Agriculture of the House of
Representatives, interested myself in farm legislation. We
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have in Washington many kinds of lobbyists, not all of them
helpful, but I have found at least two here who are un-!
ceasing in their efforts in behalf of American farmers—Fred
Brenckman, of the National Grange, and A. M. Loomis, of
the Dairy Union.

THE PRESENT EMERGENCY AND THE RECIFROCAL TARIFF ACT

Now, the friends of the farmer in Washington are work-
ing together on a matter which affects both producers and:
consumers of products which are prosaically called “fats.
and oils.” It happens that the State Department is, under
the Reciprocal Tariff Act, considering a frade agreement!
with Norway. Until the Reciprocal Tariff Act was passed,
in 1934, all treaties were ratified by the Senate. Under that
act, renewed this session, trade treaties or agreements are.
made by the State Department independently of the Con-'
gress. It appears to me that under this system farmers
have been sacrificed for the benefit of industry. By this I
mean that foreign agricultural products have been given our;
American markets in exchange for foreign markets for,
American automobiles and adding machines, Under the
most-favored-nation clause of the act, lowering of tariff on'
any commodity for one nation gives all nations the same
privilege. I voted against renewal of this act; now I want
to help to overcome its disadvantages.

THE NORWEGIAN TREATY AND WHAT YOU CAN DO ABOUT IT

You will recall that Norway, “land of the midnight sun”,
sends its sailors forth into the ports of the world, and that .
its fishermen are famed as the most hardy and successful
whalers. They bring home the products of their venturesome
journeys at sea and Norwegian people must find a market
for the whale oil, which is one of their chief exports. Our
friends in Norway seek to have the United States, through
& reciprocal-trade agreement, admit to our markets millions
of pounds of whale oil to be sold here in competition with
the products of the farmers of America. If this treaty goes
through, this whale oil can be made into oleomargarine here
at a cost of less than 8 cents a pound. As it'is now, under
a tariff which we have placed for the protection of our Ameri-
can farmers, the whale oil, which is worth around 5 cents
on the world market, would have to be sold here raw for
8 cents. The Norwegians have always been large producers
of fats and oils; formerly they were used for lamps, lanterns,
and grease. =~ Now their whale oil is a substitute for our lard’
and tallow and it is used for soap, as a butter substitute in
cleomargarine, and for many other commercial purposes..
This low-tariff wall of 3 cents a pound on certain foreign
fats and oils was erected by Congress in 1934 for your pro-
tection. Shall we allow those who bargain for us through
the State Department to breach that wall for the purpose
of the hardy Norwegians if it will work injury to our own
farm people who have been so hard-pressed since 1920?

In order to be entirely fair, we must consider several
phases of this problem and we must be informed if we are
to make an intelligent decision. I am asking the Members:
of this House to study this matter and to make representa-
tion to the State Department, telling them what they think.
of the proposal to place the American producers outside the
protection of this small tax of 3 cents levied on foreign fats

. and oils. Remember, if the tax is remitted for Norway, it

must, under the most-favored-nation clause, be remitted to
all who have such products to send us.

WHAT PRODUCERS WILL EE AFFECTED?

If this 3-cent tariff or tax is removed by the State De-
partment, it will lower the income of many types of pro-.
ducers in America, including dairymen, beef-cattle growers,
and practically all the livestock industry, cottonseed, corn,
and soybean growers. It will actually affect owners and
workers on at least four-fifths of all the farms in the coun-
try. It is not merely one section of the country which would
be affected but practically all sections, because there are so
many kinds of animal and vegetable oils and fats produced.
This slight tariff wall brought about increased prosperity
which the American farmers have enjoyed recently. Be-:
cause it gave the farmers buying power, it helped the busi-
nessmen and industry. Why should we Americans deny
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ourselves this advantage for the henefit of any Eurcpean
country?

This is not a romantic subject, but the figures of the vast-
ness of the world’s business in fats and oils are impressive,
They constitute a very large percentage of the world’s com-
merce in agricultural products. I was amazed when I
learned the magnitude of this business. It has come about
very largely through the scientific skill of modern chemists,
and the advancement which has followed chemical research.
Practically all the fats and oils, vegetable and animal, may
be so refined and used that they come into competition with
our own farm products raised throughout the whole coun-
try—such as butter, lard, tallow, cottonseed oil, soybean oil,
and corn oil; also the oil produced through the fisheries.
The quantities are so great that we measure them, like the
national debt, in “billions.” All imported fats and oils come
into competition with our own agricultural products. Why
should we give any other nation the privilege of flooding our
markets with their oils and fats?

SPECIAL BENEFITS OF THE 3-CENT TAX

In 1936, 8,000,000 tons, or 16,000,000,000 pounds, of oil
were moved in ships in foreign commerce. That is more
than twice the amount of all the fats and oils produced in
the United States, which turns out six and one-half billion
pounds a year. Most of our domestic fats and oils are con-
sumed within our own borders, as we export only small
quantities. We have always been importers of certain oils,
which have come in over the 3-cent tax, not intended to be
prohibitive, but protective only. The noncompetitive oils
are not included in this story, which is limited to those
entering into competition with American farm producers.
Last year, over this 3-cent wall, which was 4!, cents on
some oils, we imported over 1,700,000,000 pounds of oil, or
oil-bearing materials. These were subject to the tax and
were admitted to our manufacturing industries and our
commerce. I wonder if we need to import a billion and a
half pounds of oils? Why can we not produce them here?
We need new crops of which we have no surplus, and we
very specially need crops which could take up the lands now
used for our surplus crops, like wheat, corn, and cotton.
The disposal and control of these surplus crops is a vexing
national problem.

It is my belief that our dairy products today are 25 percent
higher than they would be had we not placed this tax on
imported ingredients for oleomargarine. The State De-
partment is great and majestic, but, like other departments
in Government, it should function for the everyday welfare
of our people, and those who milk old Bess are an important
part of our population.

The soybean industry, a fairly recent importation from
the Asiatic shores, has grown tremendously. When I came
to Congress in 1933, soybean oil was produced in this country
to the extent of twenty-six and one-half million pounds; in
1936 it was nine times as much, or more than 225,000,000
pounds. Farmers who raised soybeans got 64 cents a bushel
in 1933, and in 1935 the price had advanced to $1.02 a bushel,
for the tremendous crop of nearly 45,000,000 bushels. This
increase in production amounted in shining money to nearly
$17,000,000 income for American farmers, and remember,
it came from lands which might have been used for our
troublesome surplus crops.

Tallow is one of the most important fats in our produc-
tion. In 1933 it brought 3 cents a pound; today it brings
815 cents, and the benefits due to this increased price are
over $40,000,000. These welcome dollars were paid to stock
farmers in better prices for their cattle, and helped dairy
farmers because of the higher cost of competing oleomar-
garine.

What is the story as it relates to the cotton farmers of
the South, who find the sale of cotton seed so important?
When I first wrote “M, C.” after my name, these farmers
received $10.35 a ton for their seed. Last year it was $31.33
a ton, and the amount of additional money brought to cot-
ton farmers because of that increased price was over
$100,000,000.

This year we look for a 200,000,000-pound production of
corn oil, a source of great profit to farmers. Peanut-oil
production has increased since 1933 from twelve and one-
half million to over 70,000,000 pounds. And so the amazing
effects of encouragement of home production have been felt
by farmers everywhere in our fair land.

Now, every pound of these oils produced in our country
has meant money to American farmers, and the farmers
have put that money into circulation for the benefit of in-
dustry and business. On the contrary, every pound of the
foreign fats and oils landed on our shores benefits a com-
petitor for our production and for our money. Are our
farmers in a position to allow that unfair competition to rob
them of much-needed income? That 3-cent tax has helped
to build up the oil and fat industries of this country. Why
not continue to demand that any necessary imports should
come over the low protective wall of 3 cents a pound?
Modern transportation has made the world so much of a
neighborhood that it has been necessary to restudy and re-
cast our trade relations, but every other nation has pro-
tected its own people. Unless we in the United States con-
tinue this policy of aiding those throughout the countiry who
produce those different oils and fats, a large propertion of
the 19,000,000,000 pounds of oils in the world’s trade would
be brought to American ports.

I am well aware that many of those employed in our in-
dustries and factories are made by propaganda to think
they are adversely affected when farm prices are increased.
They believe it is to their interest to be able to buy cheap
food. No one but the greediest of greedy owners could justly
take that viewpoint, because the workers, when given higher
wages, are willing that the farmers should share their pros-
perity through higher prices for the products of their labor.
Prices of farm products have never gone to the prohibitive
point, and people of farm and factory should work together to
help each other, All America prospers when the farmer
receives a reasonable price for his product. He spends his
income for the products of industries. His taxes, which are
now harder to pay than they have ever been, help to fill the
Public Treasury, Prosperity cannot come to the American
farmer nor to the manufacturer if farm products must be
sold for less than the cost of production. Are we in a posi-
tion to lose the advantage in price and public income which
we have enjoyed because of the 3-cent tax which has brought
increased millions to the producers of this country and
extended our farming operations?

FPUBLIC REVENUE A FACTOR

Now, this matter of protection of so large and important
a section of the American producers is not the only point at
issue. Since we placed the tax on foreign fats and oils in
1934 our Government has collected about $69,000,000 from
this duty. The collections on Philippine coconut oil must,
under our agreement, be returned to that Government, but
the net revenue to our Treasury through this 1934 3-cent tax
has been more than $26,000,000. This is almost enough to
fill the gap made by the 3':-percent farm interest rates
which we have recently had such a struggle to retain
through congressional action. Now the same sort of group
which would require our farmers to pay the highest interest
rates on Government money are proposing that those farm-
ers should allow an important part of their markets in this
country to be destroyed for the benefit of Norwegian fisher-
men. We honor the Norwegian people who have settled
among us and have the most friendly feeling for their coun-
try, but we should not be called upon to make such a sacri-
fice when we are just coming out of an unprecedented agri-
cultural depression.

We must help the Grange and other farm organizations
who are seeking to do justice to American farmers. The
State Department must not allow interference with our
small protective tax, even in the trade agreement with Nor-
way. The welfare of American farmers should not be sacri-
ficed in the Norwegian reciprocal-frade agreements as they
have recently been sacrificed in other trade agreements.

Now is the time when we can protect our farm earnings by

vigorous action.
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This recital of increased prices for certain farm com-
modities during the past 4 years must impress every listener
with the fact that something has been done for the farmer
by the group controlling legislation in Washington over this
period. The farmer has never had better friends in public
life, but he must, of course, express his own opinion in an
unmistakable manner,

ConNsSENT CALERDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Calendar day. 'The
Clerk will call the first bill on the calendar.

REVISION OF AIR-MAIL LAWS

The Clerk called the first bill on the Consent Calendar,
H. R. 4732, to revise the air-mail laws.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

PREFERRED EMPLOYMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3423, tc provide for
the preferred employment of American citizens by the Gov-
ernment of the United States.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc, That no existing or future appropriation
ghall be available to pay the tion of any alien who is
compensated out of appropriations made by Congress unless the
appointing officer certifies under oasth that no qualified American
citizen can be found who is available for the office or employment:
Provided, That no existing or future appropriation shall be avail-
able to pay the compensation of any alien who is illegally in the
United States or its possessions.

8Eec. 2. This act shall become effective 30 days after the date of
1its enactment.

Wwith the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

“That no existing or future appropriation shall be available
after December 31, 1837, to pay the compensation of any alien
now or hereafter employed within the continental United States
in any office or employment who is compensated in whale or in
part out of appropriations made by Congress, unless the appointing
' officer certifies under oath that no qualified American citizen is
,avallable for such office or employment. This section shall not
apply to persons on the active or retired lists of the armed forces
iof the United States, commissioned, appointed, enlisted, or en-
‘rolled prior to the enactment of this act, nor to instructors in for-
1 elgn languages at the United States Military, Naval, or Coast Guard
. Academies. The President may by order prescribe such additional
 exceptions to the provisions of this section as In his opinion are
necessary to the efficiency of the Government service.

“Sec. 2. No or future appropriation shall be available
after December 31, 1037, to pay the compensation of any alien
who is {llegally in the United States or any of its possessions.”

The committee amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion o
reconsider was laid on the table,

RELIEF OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES OF THE FEDERAL SUBSISTENCE
HOMESTEADS CORPORATIONS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3058, for the relief of
former employees of the Federal Subsistence Homesteads
Corporations.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be {t enacted, etc.,, That in the case of any person who was em-
ployed by any corporation, all of the stock of which was owned
by the Federal Subsistence Homesteads Corporation of Delaware,
and who was transferred to a position in the Department of the
Interior with the same or substantially similar duties but at an
increase in his rate of compensation, if there have been heretofore
withheld or deducted from any amounts, otherwise payable to
such person out of Government funds, any amount on account
of any payment of salary to such person, subsequently disallowed
or held to have been illegally made under any decision of the
Comptroller General that such transfer to such position in the
Department of the Interlior constituted an administrative promo-
tion within the provisions of section 7, as amended and extended,
of the -Post Office Appropriation Act, fiscal year 1934,
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pay,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
such person a sum equal to the amount so withheld or deducted.

SEc. 2. Each person referred to in section 1, and each disbursing
officer who made any payments of salary referred to in such sec-
#ion to any such person, is hereby released from any liability to
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refund or pay to the Government, or otherwise discharge, any
amount on account of any such payment of salary to such person,
subsequently disallowed or held to have been illegally made under
any decision of the Comptroller General that the transfer of such
person to such position in the Department of the Interior con-
stituted an administrative promotion within the provislons of
section T, as amended and extended, of the Treasury-Post Office
Appropriation Act, fiscal year 1934, and no deduction shall be
made from any amount due or payable out of Government funds
mmhpmwmbwmmwMatmm

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to:
reconsider was laid on the table.

EXTENSION OF BOUNDARIES OF THE PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION
(ARIZONA)

The Clerk called the next bill, 8. 1806, to extend the;
boundaries of the Papago Indian Reservation in Arizona.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-

Be it enacted, ete., That whenever all privately owned lands ex-
cept mining claims within the following-described area have been
purchased and acquired as hereinafter authorized, the boundary
of the Papago Indian Reservation in Arlzona shall be extended to
include the west half of section 4; west half of section 9, township
17 south, range 8 east; all of township 18 south, range 2 west, all
of fractional township 19 south, range 2 west; and all of fractional
townships 18 and 19 south, range 3 west, except sections 6, 7, 18,
19, 80, and 81 in township 18 south, range 3 west, Gila and Salt
River meridian. This extension shall not affect any valid rights
initiated prior to the approval hereof nor the reservation of a strip:
of land 60 feet wide along the United States-Mexico boundary
made by proclamation of the Presldent dated May 27, 1907 (35
Stat. 2136). The lands herein described when added to the Papago
Indian Reservation as provided in this act shall become a part of
sald reservation in all respects and upon all the same terms as if'
said lands had been included in the Executive order issued by the!
President on February 1, 1917: Provided, That lands acquired:
hereunder shall remain tribal lands and shall not be subject to:
allotment to individual Indians.

Sec. 2. That the Becretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized to purchase for the use and benefit of the Papago In-
dians with any available funds heretofore or hereafter appropriated|

t to authority contained in section 5 of the act of June 18,
1934 (48 Btat. 084), all privately owned lands, water rights, and,
reservoir site reserves within townships 18 and 19 south, ranges 3
and 3 west, together with all grazing privileges and including
improvements upon public lands appurtenant to the so-called!
Menager Dam property, at the appraised value of $40,016.37. '

Sec. 3. The State of Arizona may relinquish in favor of the
Papago Indians such tracts within the townships referred to in

State of Arizona equal in area to those relinguished, sald lieu selec-
made in the same manner as is provided for in the:
June 20, 1910 (36 Stat. 5568), or in the discretion,
under the provisions of section 8 of the act
of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended and supplemented by
act of June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 842). The payment of fees or:

'Ihebﬂlwasorderedtobereadathn'dﬁme,wasreadthd
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table,

AMENDMENT TO SECTION 3 OF THE ACT OF JUNE 18, 1934 (48 STAT,,
984—988) RELATING TO INDIAN LANDS IN ARIZONA l

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2188, to amend section 3
of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984-988), relating to
Indian lands in Arizona.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:"

Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of the act of June 18, 1934 (48
Stat, 984-088), be, and it is hereby, amended to read as follows:
“SEc. 3. (a) The Secretary of the Interlor, if he shall find it to be
in the public interest, is hereby authorized to restore to tribal own=
ership the remaining surplus lands of any Indian reservation hereto-
fore opened, or authorized to be opened, to sale, or any other form
of disposal by Presidential proclamation, or by any of the public=-
land laws of the United States: Provided, however, That valid rights!
or claims of any persons to any lands so withdrawn existing on the
date of the withdrawal shall not be affected by this act: Provided
Jurther, That this section shall not apply to lands within any rec-
lamation project heretofore authorized in any Indian reservation:’
Provided jfurther, That this section shall not apply to the lands:
ceded and excluded from the San Carlos Indian Reservation In/
Arizona by the nt of February 25, 1896, ratified by the act
of June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. 358). 5
“(b) (1) The order of the Department of the Interior signed,’
wved by Hon. Ray Lyman Wilbur, as of the
withdrawing lands of the

in Arizona from all forms of mineral
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entry or claim under the public-land mining laws, is hereby revoked
and rescinded, and the lands of the said Papago Indian Reservation
are hereby restored to exploration and location, under the existing
mining laws of the United States, in accordance with the express
terms and provisions declared and set forth in the Executive orders
establishing said Papago Indian Reservation: Provided, That dam-
ages shall be paid to the superintendent or other officer in charge of
the reservation for the credit of the owner thereof, for loss of any
improvements on any land located for mining in such a sum as may
be determined by the Secretary of the Interior to be the fair a.nd
reasonable value of such improvements: Provided jurther, That a
yearly rental not to exceed 5 cents per acre shall be paid to the
superintendent or other officer in charge of the reservation for
deposit in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
Papago Tribe for loss of the use or occupancy of any land with-
drawn by the requirements of mining operations.

“(2) In the event any person or persons, partnership, corpora-
tion, or association desires & mineral patent, according to the
mining laws of the United States, he or they shall first pay to
the superintendent or other officer in charge of the reservation, for
deposit in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
Papago Tribe, the sum of §1 per acre in lieu of annual rental, as
hereinbefore provided, to compensate for the loss of the use or oc-
cupancy of the lands withdrawn by the requirements of mining
operations; but the sum thus deposited, except for a deduction
of rental at the annual rate hereinbefore provided, shall be re-
funded to the applicant in the event that patent is not acquired:
Provided, That an applicant for patent shall also pay to the super-
intendent or other officer in charge of the said reservation, for
the credit of the owner thereof, damages for the loss of improve-
ments not theretofore paid, in such a sum as may be determired
by the Secretary of the Interior to be the fair value thereof.

“(8) Water reservoirs, charcos, water holes, springs, wells, or
any other form of water development by the United States or the
Papago Indians shall not be used for purposes under the
terms of this act, except under permit from the Secretary of the
Interior approved by the Papago Indian Council: Provided, That
nothing herein shall be construed as interfering with or affecting
the validity of the water rights of the Indians of this reservation:
Provided further, That the appropriation of living water hereto-
fore or hereafter affected by the Papago Indians is hereby recog-
nized and validated subject to all the laws applicable thereto.

“(4) Nothing herein contained shall restrict the granting or
use of permits for easements or rights-of-way; or ingress or egress
over the lands for all proper and lawful p ; and nothing
contained herein, except as expressly provided, shall be construed
as authority for the Secretary of the Interior, or any other person,
to issue or promulgate a rule or regulation in conflict with the
Executive order of February 1, 1917, creating the Papago Indian
lligggm;vgtlon in Arizona or the act of February 21, 1931 (46 Stat.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 2, line 5, after the word “reservation”, strike out the re-
mainder of line 5 and all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

ADMISSION TO CITIZENSHIP OF CERTAIN ALIENS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6785, for the admis-
sion to citizenship of aliens who came into this country prior
to February 5, 1917.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. LANZETTA. Will the gentleman withhold his request
for a moment?

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. Yes.

Mr., LANZETTA. I believe the gentleman understands
what this bill purports to do. It purports to give citizenship
to people who have been here for 20, 30, and 40 years or
more and who have been unable to become American citi-
zens bhecause of their inability to comply with the educa-
tional requirements of our naturalization law. This is a
humane piece of legislation, and in view of the laws which
are being passed by Congress barring aliens from employ-
ment on Government work and depriving them of W. P. A.
positions, I think our Government owes it to these people
who have been in this country a great number of years to
admit them to citizenship. In most countries persons are
admitted to citizenship on the basis of length of residence in
the country.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. In most countries they cannot
become citizens at all.

Mr. LANZETTA. I do not think that is true,
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Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. This is the most liberal country
in the world in that respect.

Mr. LANZETTA. I received information from various
countries that citizenship is granted after a certain pericd
of residence. My bill takes care of persons who in the main
have American families.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. If the gentleman will not object
to my request to pass this bill over without prejudice, I will
be glad to look into the matter until the calendar is called
the next time; otherwise I shall have to object.

Mr. LANZETTA. If the gentleman wishes to further study
the bill, I shall not object.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of tha
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

NATURALIZATION OF ALIEN VETERANS OF THE WORLD WAR

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4291, to exiend
further time for naturalization to alien veterans of the
World War under the act approved May 25, 1932 (47 Stat.
165), to extend the same privileges to certain veterans of
countries allied with the United States during the World
War, and for other purposes.

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, may I ask the author of the bill if this covers
simply an exiension of time granfed in bills we have here-
tofore passed?

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr, Speaker, this bill is similar to the
bill, H. R. 2739, passed in the Seventy-fourth Congress, but
strikes out the words “having been denied entry into the
military and naval forces of the United States,” Many of
these aliens joined the armies in France prior to our entry
into the war, so they cannot prove they were denied service
in this Army.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Does the gentleman state this bill
is similar to bills we have heretofore passed?

Mr. LESINSKI. This is the same bill, except for the
wording.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I want to know about the differ-
ence, Will the gentleman please state the difference again?

Mr. LESINSKI. The difference is that line 10 in the old
bill is struck out, reading as follows:

Having been denied entry into the military and naval forces of
the United States.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. To whom does the gentleman
refer when he uses the phrase “having been denied”?

Mr. LESINSKI. The aliens who went across prior to our
entering the war.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. The gentleman states “having
been denied.”

Mr. LESINSKI. They left the country, so they could not
be denied.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Is this the only class? The gen-
tleman is not including anybody who has made application
here but could not get in?

Mr. LESINSKI. No one at all, except the aliens who left
the country before we were in the war.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Heretofore we have been very
liberal, and I think justly so. I have always favored this
kind of a bill letting in all of these veterans. However, we
have extended the time several times. Is this going to open
the door in any way so that we are going to give citizen-
ship to some fellow who has complicated the situation by
getting into some other country, and if we give him citizen-
ship now it will complicate our relationship with some other
country?

Mr. LESINSKI. No; it does not include such a man af
all. The reason for introducing this bill is that some of the
judges claimed they would not grant citizenship to these
veterans on account of certain words in the Connally-Can-
non bill, which have been struck out in my bill.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENEINS of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from

| Ilinois if he has anything to offer,
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Mr. MASON. This bill applies only to veterans of the
World War who were aliens and joined the other armies
before we got in.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my res-
ervation of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That subdivision (a) of section 1 of the act
entitled “An act to further amend the naturalization laws, and
for other purposes”, approved May 25, 1932 (47 Stat. 185; U. 8. C,
Supp. VII, title 8, sec. 392b (a)), shall, as herein amended, con-
tinue in force and effect to include petitions for citizenship filed
prior to May 25, 1938, with any court having naturalization juris-
diction: Provided, That for the purposes of this act clause (1) of
subdivision (a) of section 1 of the aforesald act of May 25, 1932, is
amended' by striking out the words “all such period” and in lien
thereof inserting the words “the 5 years immediately preceding
the filing of his petition.”

Sec. 2. The provisions of section 1 of this act are hereby extended
to include any alien lawfully admitted into the United States for
permanent residence who departed therefrom between August 1914
and 5, 1917, or who departed therefrom subsequent to April 5,
1017, for the purpose of serving, and actually served prior to
November 11, 1918, in the military or naval forces of any of the
countries allied with the United States in the World War and
was discharged from such service under honorable circumstances:
Provided, That before any applicant for citizenship under this
section is admitted to citizenship, the court shall be satisfied by
competent proof that he is entitled to and has complied in all
respects with the provisions of this act; and that he was and had
been a bona fide lawfully admitted resident in the United States
for 2 years before the passage of this act.

Src. 8. The Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization,
with the approval of the Becretary of Labor, shall prescribe such
rules and regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of
this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

RECORDS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The Clerk called House Resolution 222, authorizing the
Clerk of the House of Representatives to transfer certain
records not necessary in current business to the Archivist of
the United States.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

NATIONAL PLAN FOR FLOOD CONTROL

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 175, to author-
ize the submission to Congress of a comprehensive national
plan for the prevention and control of floods of all the major
rivers of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Would the gentleman object to
having the joint resclution passed over without prejudice?
The author of the resolution is not here at the moment.

Mr. DONDERO. Not at all.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If the gentleman will submit that
request, I will be very much obliged to him.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

SALE OF DORMITORY PROPERTIES OF THE CHICEKASAW TRIEE OF
INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7409, providing for the
sale of the two dormitory properties belonging to the Chicka-
saw Nation or Tribe of Indians in the vicinity of the Murray
State School of Agriculture at Tishomingo, Okla.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
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ACCOMMODATIONS FOR HOLDING COURT AT SHAWNEE, OKLA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R, 4605, relating to the
accommodations for holding court at Shawnee, Okla.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to provide for
the establishment of a term of the District Court of the United
Btates for the Western District of Oklahoma at Shawnee, Okla.”,
approved May 13, 1936 (U. 5. C., 1934 ed., Supp. II, title 28,
sec. 182), is amended by striking out “: Provided, That suitable
rooms and accommodations for holding court at Shawnee are fur-
nished without expense to the United States.”

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 7, after the word “out”, strike out the remainder
?I 1111.111; ?‘t?:ndpm tg&nﬁ including line 10 and insert the fol-
owing: “the a e end of the proviso and adding the fol-
lowing: ‘until, subject to the recommendation of the Attorney
General of the United States with reference to providing such
rooms and accommodations for holding court at Shawnee, a public
building shall have been erected or other Federal space provided
for court purposes in said city.”

The committee amendment was agreed tfo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN THE STATE OF MINNESOTA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4540, authorizing the
Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians in the State of Min-
nesota to file suit in the Court of Claims, and for other pur-
poses,

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

RED LAKE BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4539, authorizing a
per-capita payment of $25 each to the members of the Red
Lake Band of Chippewa Indians from the proceeds of the
sale of timber and lumber on the Red Lake Reservation.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

MEMORIAL TO WILL ROGERS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6482, providing for
cooperation with the State of Oklahoma in construcling a
permanent memorial to Will Rogers.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
genfleman from California?

There was no objection.

CREATION OF UNITED STATES BOARD OF AWARDS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 171, to creaie &
United States Board of Awards and to provide for the
presentation of certain medals.

Mr. COSTELLO and Mr. WOLCOTT asked unanimous
consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California and the gentleman from Michi-
gan?

There was no objection.

ANNIVERSARY OF THE INAUGURATION OF GEORGE WASHINGTON

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 366, providing
for the preparation and completion of plans for a compre-
hensive observance of the one hundred and fiftieth anni-
versary of the inauguration of George Washington as first
President of the United States and authorizing the Presi-
dent to invite foreign countries to participate therein.

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this joint resolution be passed over without prejudice.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?
There was no objection.

ACQUISITION OF LANDS OF THE SHOSHONE OR WIND RIVER INDIAN
RESERVATION

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6914, to authorize the
acquisition by the United States of certain tribally owned
lands of the Indians of the Shoshone or Wind River Indian
Reservation, Wyo., for the Wind River irrigation project.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
is hereby, authorized to acquire on behalf of the United States for
the use and benefit of the Wind River Indian irrigation project,
Shoshone Indian Reservation, Wyo., at the appraised value thereof,
the EYSEY, sec. 8, the EXNE!Y and NWI4SE!; sec. 17; the
N4, N, NEY,; sec. 20; and the NI, NWILNWI4 sec. 21, all in T. 1 8.,
R. 2 W., Wind River meridian, Wyoming, and not to exceed $650 of
the allotment made by the Federal Emergency Administration of
Public Works to the Indian Service for Federal project 266-Indian,
may be used for this purpose. The amount herein authorized
ghall be deposited to the credit of the Indians of the Shoshone
Reservation as proceeds of labor, Shcshone and Arapahoe Indians,
Wyoming, and shall be subject to expenditure pursuant to the
provisions of existing laws: Provided, That such deposits of funds
shall operate as a full, complete, and perfect extinguishment of all
right, title, and interest the Indians may possess in and to the land
herein described.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

CLAIMS OF THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4407, authorizing the
Five Civilized Tribes, in suits heretofore filed under their
original Jurisdictional Acts, to present claims to the United
States Court of Claims by amended petitions to conform fo
the evidence; and authorizing said court to adjudicate such
claims upon their merits as though filed within the time
limitation fixed in said original Jurisdictional Acts.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

EXCHANGE OF LANDS WITHIN THE GREAT SMOKY MOUNTAINS
NATIONAL PARK

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5472, to authorize the
exchange of certain lands within the Great Smoky Moun-
tains National Park for lands within the Cherokee Indian
Reservation, N. C., and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows: 3

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby
authorized, under such terms and conditions as he may deem
proper, to exchange a tract of land of approximately 1,202 acres,
near Smokemont, N. C., known as the Towstring tract and form-
ing a part of the Cherokee Indian Reservation, for three tracts
of land, totaling approximately 1,547 acres, in the vicinity of
Ravensford, N. C., known as the Boundary Tree, Ravensford, and
Tight Run tracts and forming a part of the Great Smoky Moun-
tains National Park, conditioned upon the consent of the Eastern
Band of Cherokee Indians to the acquisition by the State of
North Carolina of a right-of-way, which shall vary in width be-
tween 200 feet and 800 feet, for the Blue Ridge Parkway across
the said reservation, and further conditioned upon payment to
the said Cherokee Indians by the sald State of North Carolina
of such compensation as shall have been determined by the said
Secretary as just and reasonable for the sald right-of-way. When
the foregoing conditions have been complied with, the Secretary
of the Interior is hereby further authorized to grant to the State
of North Carolina a right-of-way as hereinbefore provided for.

Sec. 2. The consent of the said Cherokee Indians to any pro-
posed exchange and the acquisition of a right-of-way by the
State of North Carolina as provided for herein shall be considered
as expressed in the event the tribal council has, by the majority
vote, agreed thereto within 60 days after the passage of this act,
or in the event the said Cherokee Indians have, in a general elec-
tion held thereafter and in which a majority vote in favor
thereof, agreed thereto.

Sec. 3. No exchange shall be consummated pursuant to the pro-
visions of this act unless and until the consent of the State of
North Carolina is first had and obtained thereto as indicated by
an act of its legislature.

Sec. 4. Upon the consummation of the exchange made pursuant
to the provisions of this act, the lands transferred to the Indians
shall be held in trust by the United States for the said Eastern
Band of Cherokee Indians and shall be nontaxable and nonalien-
able the same as the balance of said lands and the lands trans-
ferred to the National Park Service shall become and be a part
of the Great Smoky Mountains National Park and shall be subject
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to the provisions of the act of Congress approved August 25, 1916
(39 Btat. 535), as amended: Provided, That should any of the
exchanged area or parkway right-of-way herein dealt with cease to
be used for park purposes, the title thereto shall revert to its
status prior to the exchange.

With the following committee amendments;
Page 2, line 5, after the word “to”, insert “this exchange and
w‘)

Page 2, section 2, strike out all of lines 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23,
inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “be expressed
by secret ballot in a general election, in which a majority vote in
favor thereof. Such election to be arranged and supervised by
the tribal council within 60 days after the passage of this act,
and the results of such election shall be final.”

Page 8, line 7, strike out the word “said” and insert in lieu
thereof “the Indian.”

Page 3, line 8, after the first word of the line and before the
comma, insert “of the aforesaid reservation.”

Page 3, line 8, strike out the words “National Park Service”
and insert in lieu thereof “United States for park purposes.”

Page 3, line 14, after the word “park”, insert “or parkway."”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

PAYMENT FOR CERTAIN LANDS APPROPRIATED BY THE UNITED

STATES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4399, authorizing
payment for certain lands appropriated by the United
States, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. MURDOCK of Utah. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right |
to object, I would like to make this explanation: H. R. 4399
is an appropriation bill to pay for certain coal lands taken
from the Indians of my State for Government purposes sev-
eral years ago. Congress paid for all of the land—1,010,000
acres, mostly grazing land—with the exception of 36,000
acres of coal land. The Congress instructed the Secretary of
the Interior to ascertain the value of the coal land and report
back to the Congress, which was done. I introduced a bill
for the appropriation of money to pay for it, which bill was
killed in the last session of Congress. I anticipated there
would be objection to this appropriation bill, so at the same
time I introduced it I also introduced a companion bill, H. R.
3162, giving these Indians the right to go into the Court of
Claims and establish the value of the coal lands and present
any and all other claims they had against the Government.
While I do not find any fault with the objection to the appro-
priation bill, I do hope that the next bill, H. R. 3162, which
is merely a jurisdictional bill, will be allowed to pass at this
time. If this Congress is unwilling, as directed by a former
Congress, to assume the payment of this just claim, then
the least we can do is to pass this jurisdictional bill and let
the Indians involved present their claim to the Court of
Claims, To do less is to deny justice to them, to ignore a
solemn, just claim predicated upon a treaty, and to shut our
ears and eyes to the facts.

Some gentlemen of this house, regardless of the merit of
pending bills, object to their consideration on the ground of
economy, but justice should not be denied or delayed on the
principle of economy or any other principle. The premise
of economy in delaying a meritorious claim is false and only
forestalls the day of reckoning and at the same time over-
looks the piling up of interest which, under our Supreme
Court decisions, attaches from the inception of the claim
and runs until it is ultimately paid. If is a simple thing to
object to a bill which, by reason of its merit, will eventually
pass, but such a course usually proves to be false economy.
This jurisdictional bill should pass on its merit.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WoLcorT]l?

There was no objection.
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CONFERRING JURISDICTION UPON THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
CLAIMS TO EXAMINE CLAIMS OF VARIOUS INDIAN TRIBES

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3162, conferring juris-
diction upon the United States Court of Claims to hear,
examine, adjudicate, and render judement on any and all
claims which the Uncompahgre (Tebegauche), Uintah
(Uinta), and White River (Yampa and Grand River) Bands
of the Ute Indians may have against the United States, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection o the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr, COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill go over without prejudice. I have asked for a
report on it and I have not yet received it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri that the bill be passed over without
prejudice?

There was no objection.

TO AMEND ACT OF MARCH 26, 1934

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7512, to amend the
act approved March 26, 1934.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That the act approved March 26, 1934, to
authorize annual appropriations to meet losses sustained by officers
and employees of the United States in foreign countries due to
appreciation of foreign currencies in their relation to the Ameri-
can dollar, be, and is hereby, amended by substitution of the date
“July 1, 193%", for “July 15, 1833", as the date from which officers
and employees of the United States in service in foreign countries
may be reimbursed for losses sustained due to the appreciation of
foreign currencies in their relation to the American dollar, and
reimbursement of losses sustained for such additional period is
authorized to be paid from any unexpended balance of funds
approommprmt-ed for exchange relief remaining in the Treasury which
are unencumbered.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

HUNTING ISLAND LIGETHOUSE RESERVATION

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4642, to provide for
the conveyance by the United States to the county of Beau-
fort, 8. C., of the Hunting Island Lighthouse Reservation.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, subject to the condition hereinafter
specified, the Secretary of Commerce is authorized and directed to
convey to the county of Beaufort, 8. C. all the right, title, and
interest of the United States in and to the two parcels of land
(together with all improvements thereon) constituting the Hunt-
ing Island Lighthouse Reservation, situated on the d known
as Hunting Island, in the county of Beaufort, 8. C. Such con-
veyance shall contain the express condition that if the county of
Beaufort, 8. C., shall at any time cease to use the property as a
public park for public recreation or as a game sanctuary, or both,
or shall alienate or attempt to alienate suchfa perty in any man-
ner other than that authorized by section of the joint rwolu-
tion of the General Assembly of the State of ap-
Eaved June 2, 1836, authorizing the development of Hunting

and, title thereto shall revert to the United States.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 4, strike out “Secretary of Commerce” and insert
“Director of Procurement, subject to the approval of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

CATANO REAR RANGE LIGHT RESERVATION, P. R.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6045, authorizing and
directing the Secretary of Commerce to transfer to the Gov-
ernment of Puerto Rico a portion of land within the Catano
Rear Range Light Reservation, P. R., and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he
15 hereby, authorized and directed to transfer to the Government
of Puerto Rico a portion of land within the Catano Rear Range
Light Reservation, Puerto Rico, as shown on the map filed in the
Department of Commerce, Washington, D. C,, described more par-
ticularly as follows:
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at & point lettered "A’"™ In the easterly line of the
Catano Rear Range Light Reservation on the north side of the
present municipal road, Catano Palo Seco Road, as shown on the
chart no. 2306 of the Department of Commerce, located at a dis-
tance of 2.16 feet from point lettered “A” on above-mentioned
chart no. 2306; thence, from sald initial point lettered “A’'", by
metes and bounds, the following courses:

South 28°23" W. 28.84 feet to a point lettered “B”; south 61°37’
E. luufeettaspal.ntlettered ‘C”; north 28°23° E. elifeetma
point lettered “D’; north 61°37 W 59.93 feet to a point lettered
“E’"; morth 30° 47" W. 17.68 feet to a point lettered “F”; morth
25°561" W. 28.77 feet to the starting point “A’.”

Contains an area of 11095 square yards.

With the following committee amendments:
Page 1, li.'a.ai after the words “Puerto Rico”, insert “for roadway
purposes.”

Page 1, line 6, strikeout“EearRangaugh"andmsert"m.go
Rear Lighthouse."

Page 1, line 7, strike out the word “map” and insert “drawing
numbered 2309."

2, beginning in line 1, strike out all down to and including
line 22 and insert the following:

“From a point lettered A, Ninth Lighthouse District Drawing
No.m.whichisthemltmlpolntmthameteamdbmmo!
lighthouse reservation at Catano Range Rear Lighi as per survey
dated October 27, 1904, this point being located north 89°16" W.
56.30 feet from center of original wooden tower now removed and
south 85°62' W. and 57.90 feet from center of present steel rear
range tower, thence by metes and bounds as follows: South 62°5’
E. 100 feet along south boundary of lighthouse reservation to a
point lettered B; thence north 27°55" E. 18 feet along east bound.ary

saidrewvationtoapomtlettaredc thence north 62°5° W
59.93 feet to a point lettered D; thence north 31°15° W. 17.68 !eet
to a point lettered E; thence north 26°9' W. 30.31 feet to a point
lettered F on west boundary of sald reservation; thence along this
boundary south 27°55’ W. 45 feet to point of beginning; enclosing

an area of 249.50 square yards.
“All given are true, calculated from magnetic bearings

from mom:: 27, 1904, corrected by 1°46' W. variation.

“Sgc. 2. The deed of conveyance shall contain a provision that
should the government of Puerto Rico cease to use the property
for the purpose for which it is conveyed title thereto shall revert
to the United States.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

The title was amended to read: “A bill authorizing and
directing the Secretary of Commerce to transfer to the gov-
ernment of Puerto Rico a portion of land within the Catano
Range Rear Lighthouse Reservation, P. R., and for other
purposes.” L

SAFETY OF RAILROAD OPERATION

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 29, to promote the safety
of employees and travelers on railroads by requiring com-
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce to install, in-
spect, test, repair, and maintain block-signal systems, inter-
locking, automatic train-stop, train-control, cab-signal de-
vices, and other appliances, methods, and systems intended
to promote the safety of railroad operation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, will the gentle~
man withhold his objection for a moment?

Mr., HARLAN. Certainly.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. In view of the fact that the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Crosser], author of the bill, is
not present this morning on account of a death in his fam-
ily, would the gentleman mind asking leave that the bill go
over without prejudice?

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Speaker, instead of objecting to the
present consideration of the bill, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. I did not know
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CrossEr] was not present.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no cbjection.

SALE BY SECRETARY OF WAR OF SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT TO
PROSPECTIVE MANUFACTURERS

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1972, to authorize the

Secretary of War to sell, loan, or give samples of supplies
and equipment to prospective manufacturers.
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The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, it would seem to me there is no limitation here con-
cerning the amount of property that the Secretary of War
could give away. There is a strong inference in the bill
that the property is given to contractors in anticipation of
their bids, in order that they may have a better understand-
ing of the needs of the departments.

Should there not be some restriction in the bill that
would authorize the Secretary of War to give this property
only for that purpose; and should not the words “in antici-
pation of a bid”, or something of that nature, be inserted
in the bill? I have every faith and confidence in the Sec-
retary of War, of course, not to violate this, but some
future Secretary of War might violate the confidence that
we are reposing in him.

Mr. FADDIS. I may say to the gentleman that the com-
mittee took that into considerafion during the hearings on
the bill. We were assured that it was not necessary, that
every safeguard was taken.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then, may it be recorded that the in-
tention of Congress is that the Secretary of War shall give
this property to the contractors only in anficipation of a
bid?

Mr, FADDIS. Surely. I am glad the gentleman brought
that point out, because the point was brought out in the
committee hearings also.

Mr. WOLCOTT. And the amount that is necessary is only
that amount which will give the bidder a clear understand-
ing of the needs of the Department.

Mr. FADDIS. Yes. I am glad the gentleman brought
that point out.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby author-
ized, in his discretion and under rules, regulations, and limitations
to be prescribed by him, to sell, loan, or give to contractors and
private firms which are or may likely be manufacturers or furnish-
ers of supplies and equipment for the use of the War Department
or of the Army, under approved production plans, such drawings,
manufacturing and other information, and samples of supplies and
equipment to be manufactured or furnished, as he may consider
will best promote the interests of national defense.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

ADDITIONAL NUMBER OF CADETS AT UNITED STATES MILITARY

ACADEMY

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2295, to amend the act
approved June 7, 1935 (Public, No. 116, T4th Cong.; 49 Stat.
332), to provide for an additional number of cadets at the
United States Military Academy, and for other purposes.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection fo the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the portion of the act approved June 7,
1935 (Public, No. 116, 74th Cong.; 49 Stat. 332), to provide for an
additional number of cadets at the United States Military Academy,
which reads as follows: “one to be selected by the Governor of
the Panama Canal Zone, from among the sons of civillans of the
Panama Canal Zone and the Railroad, resident on the
zone", is amended to read as follows: “one cadet to be selected by the
Governor of the Panama Canal from among the sons of civilians
residing in the Canal Zone and the sons of clvillan personnel of

the United States Government and the Panama Railroad Co. re=
siding in the Republic of Panama.™

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

PORT OF NORFOLK, VA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7614, fo amend the
act entitled “An act for the establishment of marine schoals,
and for other purposes”, approved March 4, 1911.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?
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There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the first section of the act entitled
“An act for the establishment of marine and for other
purposes”, approved March 4, 1911 (36 Stat. 1353; U. 8, C., title
34, secs. 1121-1123), is amended by adding at the end of the first

section the following paragraph:

“The port of Norfolk specified in the preceding paragraph shall
be construed as embracing Norfolk, or Portsmouth, or Newport
News, or any other city, town, municipality, or locality within the
territorial limits of the customs-collection district having its
headquarters at Norfolk, Va.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

PUNISHMENT FOR REPEATED VIOLATIONS OF NARCOTIC LAWS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6283, to increase the
punishment of second, third, and subsequent offenders
against the narcotic laws.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. HARLAN, Mr. Speaker, I object.

COLUMBIA NATIONAL FOREST, STATE OF WASHINGTON

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3866, to add certain
lands to the Columbia National Forest in the State of Wash-
ington.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, subject to any valid existing claim or
entry, all lands of the United States within the areas hereinafter
described be, and the same are hereby, added to and made parts
of the Columbia National Forest, in the State of Washington, to
be hereinafter administered under the laws and regulations re-!
lating to the national forests; and the provisions of the act ap-
proved March 20, 1822 (U. B. C, title 16, secs. 486, 487), as.
amended, are hereby extended and made applicable to all other
lands within the said described area.

Sections 1 to 3, inclusive, and 11 and 12, township 2 north,
range 4 east; sections 1 to 3, Inclusive, 6 to 8, inclusive, and 10 to
86, inclusive, township 3 north, range 4 east; sections 1 to 28, in-
clusive, 34 to 36, inclusive, township 4 north, range 4 east; all of
township 5 north, range 4 east; sections 1, 2, 11 to 15, inclusive,
22 to 27, inclusive, and 33 to 36, inclusive, t.uwmhlpsnonh range
5 east; sectionsétoﬂ inclusive, 16 to 21, inclusive, 28 to 33, in-
clusive.towmtpsnm-th ra.ngeﬁeut.snlnt.hestateotwm-
ington, Willamette meridian. i

With the following committee amendment:

Pame 2, line 8, strike out the figure “5” and Insert in lieu thereof
the figure “4."

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

TRANSFER OF SCOTLAND COUNTY TO THE MIDDLE JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF NOERTH CAROLINA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7092, to provide for
the transfer of Scotland County to the middle judicial dis-
trict of North Carolina.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacied, etc., That section 98 of the Judicial Code, as
amended (U. 8. C., 1934 ed., Supp. II, title 28, sec. 179), is amended
by siriking out “Scotland,” in the second paragraph thereof and
by inserting “Scotland”, immediately after the comma following
the word “Rowan” in the fourth paragraph.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 4, at the end of the line, strike out the word “by";
strike out all of lines 5, 6, and 7, and insert in lieu thereof the
following:

“The State of North Carolina is divided into three districts to
be known as the eastern, the middle, and the western districts of
North Carolina.

“The eastern district shall include the territory embraced on the
1st day of January 1926, in the counties of Beaufort, Bertie,
Bladen, Brunswick, Camden, Carteret, Chowan, Columbus, Craven,
Cumberland, Currituck, Dare, Duplin, Edgecombe, Franklin, Gates,
Granville, Greene, Halifax, Harnett, Hertford, Hyde, Johnston,
Jones, Lenoir, Martin, Nash, New Hanover, Northampton, Onslow,
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Pamlico, Pasquotank, Pender, Perquimans, Pitt, Robeson, Sampson,
‘I‘yrrell, Vance, Wake, Washi ‘Warren, Wayne, and Wilson.

“The terms of the District Court for the Eastern District of
North Carolina shall be held at Raleigh, a 1-week civil term, on
the second Mondays in September and March; and at the follow-
ing places on each mceeeding Mondays thereafter: Fayetteville,
Elizabeth City, Washington, New Bern, Wilson, Wilmington, and
Rﬂe:gh.thetermatRale!ghbemgacnmmmtermonly The
clerk of the court for the eastern district shall maintain an office
in charge of himself or deputy at Raleigh, at Wilmington, at New
Bern, at Elizabeth City, at Wnshlngtnn. at Fayetteville, and at
Wilson which shall be kept open at all times for the transaction
of the business of the court.

“The middle district shall include the ferritory embraced on
the first day of January 1926, In the counties of Alamance, Alle-
ghany. Ashe, Cabarrus, Caswell, Chatham, Davidson, Davie, Dur-

Forsyth, Guilford, Lee, Hoke, Montgomery, Moore,
Person. Randolph, Richmond, Rowan, Scotland,
Stanly, Stokes, Surry, Watauga, Wilkes, and Yadkin,

“rhetermxo!thadlaﬁlctoou:tturthemmdledistnctshnn
be held at Rockin on the first Mondays in March and Sep-
tember; at Salisbury on the third Mondays in April and October;
at Winston-Salem on the first Mondays in May and November; at
Greensboro on the first Mondays in June and December; at Wilkes-
boro on the third Mondays in May and November; and at Dur-
ham on the first Monday in February and the fourth Monday in
September: Provided, That the cities of Winston-Salem, Rocking-
ham, and Durhamnhaneachpmﬂdamdmrmahatltumu-
pense a suitable and convenient place for holding the district
court until Federal bulldings containing quarters for the court
are erected at such

“The western district shall include the territory embraced on
the 1st day of January 1926, in the counties of Alexander, Anson,
Avery, Buncombe, Burke, Caldwell, Catawba, Cherokee, Clay,
Cleveland, Gaston, Graham, Haywood, Henderson, Iredell, Jack-
son, Lincoln, Madison, Macon, McDowell, Mecklenburg, Mitchell,
Polk, Rutherford, Swain, Transylvania, Union, and Yancey.

“Terms of the district court for the western district shall be
held In Charlotte on the first Mondays in April and October, at
Shelby on the fourth Monday in September and the third Monday
in March, at Statesville on the fourth Mondays in April and Octo-
ber, at Asheville on the second Mondays in May and November,
and at Bryson City on the fourth Mondays in May and November:
Provided, That the cities of Shelby and Bryson City shall each
provide and furnish at their own expense suitable and convenient
places for holding the court at Shelby and Bryson City. The clerk
of the court for the western district shall maintain an office, in
charge of himself or a deputy, at Charlotte, at Asheville, at States-
ville, at Shelby, and at Bryson City, which shall be kept open
at all times for the transaction of the business of the court.

“There shall be a judge appointed for the sald middle district
in the manner now provided by law who shall receive the salary
provided by law for the judges of the eastern and western dis-
tricts, and a district attorney, marshal, clerk, and other officers in
the manner and at the salary now provided by law,

“All causes in the said middle district in equity, bankruptcy, or
admiralty, in which orders and decrees have already been made
and which are now in process of trial, shall continue and remain
subject to the of the judge of that district by whom
the same shall have been made and before whom the same shall
have been partially tried and determined.”

| The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time and passed, and a motion fo
reconsider was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS ST, LAWRENCE RIVER, OGDENSEURG, N. Y.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7514, to extend the
times for commencing and completing the construction of
o bridge across the St. Lawrence River at or near Ogdens-
burg, N. Y.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows: ;

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the St. Lawrence River
at or near Ogdensburg, N. Y., authorized to be bullt by the
Bt. Lawrence Bridge Commission and its successors and assigns,
by an act of Ocmgmss approved June 14, 1933, and heretofore
extended by acts of Congress ved June 8, 1934‘&!3328 1935,
and April 11, 1936, are hereby ugendzd 1 and 3 years, respectively,

from the date of approval of this act.
SEc, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 1s hereby

expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

MAINE-NEW HAMPSHIRE INTERSTATE BRIDGE AUTHORITY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7542, granting the
consent of Congress to & compact entered into by the States
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of Maine and New Hampshire for the creation of the Maine-
New Hampshire Interstate Bridge Authority.

Mr. COSTELL.O. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a similar Senate bill, S. 2661, be considered in lieu of
the House bill.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the comsent of Congress is hereby
given to an interstate compact for the creation of the Maine-
New Ham Interstate Bridge Authority, executed on the
14th day of April 1937 by the representatives of the States of
Maine and New Hampshire, which compact has been deposited in
mmnt of State of the United States and reads as

“INTERSTATE BRIDGE AUTHORITY FOR THE PorTsSMOUTH-KITTERY
BRIDGE AND APPROACHES THERETO
"“COMPACT EETWEEN THE ETATE OF MAINE AND THE STATE OF

“Whereas the single highway bridge serving as the sole facili
for vehicular traffic over and across the Piscataqua River betwaet:’r.
the State of New Hampshire and the State of Maine is wholly
inadequate to care for and accommodate such traffic over said
river between the sald two States and therefore causes such
traffic congestion in and upon the streets and highways of the
city of Portsmouth, N. H., and the town of Kittery, Maine, that
the lives and property of the citizens of said communities and
the travelers on sald streets and highways are constantly en-
dangered; and

“Whereas the antiquated and obsolete wooden pile bridge serv-
ing as the sole facllity for railroad trafiic over and across the
Piscataqua River between the State of New Hampshire and State
of Maine is wholly inadequate to care for and accommodatfe the
rallroad traffic between the said two Btates; and

“Whereas the narrow drawspan of sald wooden pile railroad
bridge, the sole facility permitting passage of water trafic up
and down sald river, is wholly inadequate to permit the passage
of steamers and vessels of broad beam from the sea inland to
serve the large industrial plants now situate on the banks of
said river and therefore constitutes an obstacle to further en-
largement of these industries and the deveiopment of numercus
other industrial sites located so that passage through said bridge
is absolutely necessary; and

“Whereas the only remedy for the conditions now existing is
the construction of a bridge across said river which by coordinat-
ing the facilities required by vehicular and railroad trafic will
remove the obstacle to water traffic; and

“Whereas the solution of this problem will result in great
economy and benefit not only to the Btates of Maine and New
Hampshire but to the Nation and will require the cordial coopera~-
tion of the States of New Hampshire and Maine in the encourage-
ment of the investment of capifal as well as the formulation and
execution of the necessary plans and such result can best be
accomplished through the joining of the two States of Maine and
New Hampshire by and through a common agency,

“Now, therefore, the said States of New Hampshire and Maine
do hereby agree and pledge each to the other as follows:

“ARTICLE I

“Sald States agree to and pledge, each to the other, faithful
cooperation in the planning, execution, and construction of a suit-
able vehicular and railroad bridge with suitable highway ap-
proaches thereto and drawspan therein; holding the same
high trust for the benefit of the Nation and of the said two
States. ]

“ARTICLE I

*There is hereby created ‘The Maine-New Hampshire Interstate
Bridge Authority’, which shall be a body corporate and politic hav-
ing the powers and jurisdiction hereinafter enumerated and such
other and additional powers as shall be conferred upon it by the
legislature of either State, concurred in by the legislature of the
other State, or by act or acts of Congress as hereinafter provided.

“ARTICLE III

*The Authority shall consist of six members, three residents of
the State of New Hampshire and three residents of the State of
Maine. The New Hampshire members to be chosen by the State
of New Hampshire and the Maine members to be chosen by the
State of Maine in the manner and for the term fixed and deter-
mined from time to time by the legislatures of either State, re-
spectively, Any member may be removed or suspended from
office as provided by the law of the State from which he shall be
appointed.

“ARTICLE IV

“The members of the Authority shall, for the purpose of doing
business, constitute a board and may adopt suitable rules and
regulations for its management.

“ARTICLE V

““The Authority shall constitute a body both corporate and politic
with full power and authority (1) to sue and be sued; (2) to have
a seal and alter the same at pleasure; (3) to adopt from time to
time and amend bylaws covering its procedure, rules and regula-
tions governing use of the bridge, and any of the other services




1937 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 7213

made available in connection with said bridge, to publish the same,

if such publication is necessary or advisable, and to cause records
of its proceedings to be kept; (4) to construct, maintain, recon-
struct, and operate an interstate toll bridge over the Piscataqua
River between the city of Portsmouth in New Hampshire and the

otherwise, any real and rights or easements therein deemed

property
byit necessary or desirable for its purposes, and to use such prop-.
property

by the exercise of the

of sald bridge and other services

made available in connection with the said bridge; (9) to make con-
tracts with the United Btates, the State of New Hampshire, the
State of Maine, public corporations, or bodies existing therein, and
private corporations and individuals; (10) to accept grants and the
cooperation of the United States or any agency thereof in the con-
tenance, reconstruction, operation, and financing of

to employ such assistants, agents, and servants as it shall deem nec-
essary or desirable for its purposes; (12) to exercise any of its powers
in the public domain of the United States unless the exercise of
such powers is not permitted by the laws of the United States; (13)
to borrow money, make and issue negotiable notes, bonds, and other
evidences of indebtedness or obligations of the Authority and to
secure the payment of such obligations, or any part thereof, by
pledge of any part of the revenue of the bridge; and (14) to do all
other lawful things necessary and incidental to the foregoing powers.
All property of the Authority and all property held in the name of
either State pursuant to the provisions hereof shall be exempt from
levy and sale by virtue of any execution and no execution or other
Judicial process shall issue against the same. No judgment against
the Authority shall be lien upon its property held in the name of
either State pursuant to the provisions hereof. No property now or
hereafter vested in or held by either State by any county, city, town,
village, district, township, or other municipality thereof shall be
taken by the Authority without the authority and consent of the
State, county, town, village, district, or township, or other munici-
pality in which it is located; nor shall anything impair or invalidate
any bond, indebtedness of either State, any county, city, town, vil-
lage, district, or township, or other municipality, nor impair the
provisions of law to regulate the payment into sinking funds of
revenue derived from municipal property or dedicate the revenues
derived from any municipal property to a specific purpose.
“ARTICLE VI

“The Authority shall have such additional powers and duties as
may hereafter be delegated to and imposed upon it from time to
time by the action of the legislature of either State concurred in
by the legislature of the other. Unless and until otherwise pro-
vided, it shall make a biennial report to the legislatures of both
States, setting forth in detail the operations and transactions
conducted by it pursuant to this agreement and any legislation
thereunder. The Authority shall not pledge the credit of either
State except by and with the expressed authority of the legislature
thereof.

“ARTICLE VII

“Nothing in this agreement or compact is intended or shall be
construed to affect the laws now existing which vest jurisdiction
over or control of rallroads in the public service commission of
the State of New Hampshire, or the public utilities commission of
the State of Maine, or the Interstate Commerce Commission of
the United States or any agency of either State or the United
States.

"amc;.n vm

“The Authority shall elect from iis members a chairman, vice
chairman, clerk, and treasurer, and may appoint such officers and
employees as it may require for the performance of its duties and
shall fix and determine by resolution their qualifications and
duties. :

“ARTICLE IX

“Expenses incurred by the Authority in the interim between
execution of this agreement or compact and the date money re-
ceived from grants, bonds, or revenues shall be available shall
be borne by the said two States in equal shares and shall be
raised as each State shall determine,

“ARTICLE X

“Unless and until otherwise determined by the action of the
legislatures of the two States, no action of the Authority shall be
binding unless taken at a meeting at which at least two members
from each State are present and unless four votes are cast there-
for, two from each State. Each State reserves the right hereafter
to provide by law for the exercise of a veto power by the gov-
ernor thereof over any action of any commissioner appointed
therefrom.

“ABRTICLE XTI

“Unless and until otherwise determined by the legislatures of
the two States, the Bridge Authority shall not incur any obliga-
tions for salaries, office or other administrative expenses, within
the provisions of article IX, prior to the making of appropriations
adequate to meet the same.

“ARTICLE XTI

“The Bridge Authority is hereby authorized to make suitable

rules and regulations not inconsistent with the Constitution of

the United States or of elther State, which shall be binding and
effective on all persons and corporations affected thereby.

“ARTICLE XIIT

“The two States shall provide penalties for viclations of any
order, rule, or regulation of the Bridge Authority, and for the
manner of enforcing same.

“ARTICLE XIV

“Definitions: *‘Transportation facility’ shall include rallroads,
steam or electric, motor truck or other street or highway vehicles,
bridges, highways, and every kind of transportation facility now
in use or hereafter designed for use for the transportation or car-
riage of persons or property. ‘“Facility' shall include all works,
buildings, structures, stations, appliances, and appurtenances nec-
essary and convenient for the proper construction, equipment,
maintenance and operation of such facility or facilitles or any one
or more of them. 'Real property' shall include land under water,
as well as uplands, and all property either now commonly or
legally defined as real property or which may hereafter be so
defined. ‘Personal property’ shall include choses in action and
all other property now commonly or legally defined as personal
property or which may hereafter be so defined. ‘To lease’ shall
include to rent or to hire. ‘Rule or regulation' shall include
charges, rates, rentals, or tolls fixed or established by the Bridge
Authority. Wherever action by the legislature of either State is
herein referred to, it shall mean an act of the legislature duly
adopted in accordance with the provisions of the constitution of
the State. Plural or singular. The singular wherever used herein
shall include the plural. Consent, approval, or recommendation
of municipality, how given. Wherever herein the consent, ap-
proval, or recommendation of a ‘municipality’ is required, the
word ‘municipality’ shall be taken to include any city, town,
or village district. Such consent, approval or recommendation
whenever required in the case of the city of Portsmouth shall be
deemed to have been given whenever the city council of the city
of Portsmouth or any body hereafter succeeding to its duties shall
by majority vote pass a resolution expressing such consent, ap-
proval, or recommendation; and in the case of the town deemed
to have been given whenever at a regular town meeting, or special
meeting called for that purpose shall by majority of votes of persons
present and voting therefor; and in all other cases whenever
the body authorized to grant consent to the use of the streets
or highways of such municipality shall by a majority vote pass
such a resolution.

“In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands and seals
under chapter 18 of the Private and Special Laws of 1937 of the
State of Maine and chapter 4 of the Laws of the ial Session of
1836 of the State of New Hampshire this 14th day of April 1937.

“In the presence of:

“Helen D. Ayers [Seal] Paurn C. THURSTON,
“Lucius D. Barrows [Seal] Horris B. CoLEk,

“Helen D, Ayers
“Sanford L. Fogg [S-eal] Franz U.
'‘Attorney General of Maine.
“Daniel H. Dickinson [Seal] Fgreperic E. EVERETT,
“Daniel H. Dickinson [Seal] James J. POWERs,
“Daniel H. Dickinson [Seal] Franx E. BROOES,
“Commissioners for New Hampshire,
“Harry E. Trapp [Seal] THoMAs P. CHENEY,
“Attorney General of New Hampshire.”
Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal the provisions of the
first section of this act is hereby expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read

the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider and a
House bill (H. R. 7542) were laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE PISCATAQUA RIVER, PORTSMOUTH, N. H

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7543, authorizing the
Maine-New Hampshire Interstate Bridge Authority to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Pisca=
taqua River at or near Portsmouth, State of New Hampshire,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a similar Senate bill, 5. 2662, be substituted for the
House bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no cbjection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in order to promote interstate commerce,
improve the postal service, and provide for military and other
purposes, the Maine-New Hampshire Interstate Bridge Authority
(hereinafter referred to as the authority) is hereby authorized to
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Piscataqua River, from & point at or near Portsmouth,
State of New Hampshire, to a point at or near Kittery, State of
Maine, suitable to the interests of navigation, in accordance with
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the con=-
struction of bridges over navigable waters”, approved March 23,
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Bm.ﬂ There is hereby conferred upon the authority all such
rights and powers to enter upon lands and to , condemn,
occupy, possess, and use real estate and other ‘needed for
the location, construction, maintenance, and operation of such
by railroad corporations

purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes
in the State in which such real estate or other property is situated,
upon making just compensation therefor, to be ascertained and
paid

of property for pulbic
8=, 3: Iheauthuntyiah.erehyanthoﬂmdtoﬂxandchargakﬂh
for transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be

be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall
thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed
the amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and
operation of the bridge and its approaches under economical man-
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B8ec. 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider and a House bill (H. R. 7543) were laid on the table.

TEANSFER OF LAND IN EBRECKINRIDGE COUNTY, KY. TO THE
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4705, to authorize
the transfer of a certain piece of land in Breckinridge
County, Ky., to the Commonwealth of Kentucky.
111T§lembemgm objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
ollows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Becretary of War is authorized to
convey to the Commonwealth of Eentucky for State road pur-
poses, without to the United States, all the right, title,
and interest of the United States In and to a certain piece of
land in Breckinridge County, Ky., described as follows:

Beginning at & stone, In the southeast corner of the United
States reservation at Lock and Dam No. 45, Ohio River, which

int is north 23°8’ W. 37 feet from a point formerly marked

a stone in Minor's line (now line between L. D. Addison heirs

Stateapropertynzwandthenorthsznumitaotrtght-of-wayot
proposed Stephensport-Cloverport highway; thence running 80

feet from and parallel with the center line of proposed right-of-
way on 1°15° curve 31396 feet to a stake in the property line
between the United States reservation and Pearl Burks; thénce
running with the sald property line south 11°18° W. 1356 feet
to a stone, the point of beginning, containing approximately 0.08
acre

Such conveyance shall contain the express condition that if
the Commonwealth of Kentucky shall at any time cease to use
said land for road or highway purposes, or shall alienate or at-
tempt to allenate such land, title thereto shall revert to the
United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

IMPORTATION OF ARTICLES FOR EXHIBITION AT THE NEW YORK
WORLD’S FAIR, 1939

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolution
288, to permit articles imported from foreign countries for
the purpose of exhibition at the New York World’s Fair, 1939,
New York City, N. Y., to be admitted without payment of
tariff, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the joint resolu-
tion, as follows:

Resolved, etc, That all articles which ghall be from

imported
foreign countries for the purpose of exhibition at the international
exposition to be held af New York City, N. Y, beginning in April
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1839 by the New York World’s Falr 1939, Inc., or for use in con-
structing, installing, or maintaining foreign buildings or exhibits
at the said exposition, upon which articles there shall be a tariff
or customs duty shall be admitted without payment of such tariff,

il
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%Jlmﬁ:ué:hégﬁdm whan withdrawn for consumption or use in the.
tes, shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed upon
such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of
withdrawal; and on such articles, which shall have suffered dimi-
nution or deterioration from incidental

custody until properly marked, but no additional duty shall be
assessed because such articles were not sufficiently marked when
imported into the United States: Provided , That at any
time during or within 3 months after the close of the exposition,
any article entered hereunder may be abandoned to the Gov-
ernment or destroyed under customs supervision, whereupon any
duties on such article shall be remitted: Provided further, That
articles, which have been admitted without payment of duty for
exhibition under any tariff law and which have remained in con-
tinuous customs custody or under a cusioms exhibition bond,
and imported articles in bonded warshouses under the generasl
tariff law may be accorded the privilege of transfer to and enfry
1!;: exhibition a:h:he said axpositlm underdﬁch tfi:ns as
e Becretary of Treasury shall prescribe: rther,
msttheﬂewYorkaldsmms Inc., shall be deemed, for
customs purposes only to be the sole consignee of all merchandise
imported under the provisions of this act.

With the following committee amendments:
Page 3, after line 15, insert: “and that the actual and necessary
customs charges for labor, services, and other in connec-

tion with the entry, examination, apprﬂsement release, or custody,
salaries of cu.stom.a officer
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shall be reimbursed by the New York World's Fair 1839, Inc, to
the Government of the United States under regulations to be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that receipts
from such reimbursements shall be deposited as refunds to the
appropriation from which pald, in the manner provided for in
section 524, Tariff Act of 1930.”

The committee amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

VIOLATIONS OF NARCOTIC LAWS

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
return to the bill H. R. 6283, No. 337 on the Consent Calen-
dar. I was confused with another bill similar to this and
objected to its consideration in the belief it was the other
bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent to return to the
consideration of H. R. 6283 in order that the bill may be
presented to the House again for consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requesi of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That a person who, after having been con-
victed of selling, , Or exporting, or conspiring to sell, im-
port, or export, opium, coca leaves, cocaine, or any salt, deriva-
tive, or of oplum, coca leaves, or cocaine, agaln sells,
fmports, or exports, or conspires to sell, import, or export, any
of the sald narcotic drugs, In violation of the laws of the United
States, shall, upon conviction of such second offense, be fined not
more than $5,000 or imprisoned In a Federal penitentiary for
not more than 10 years, or both, In the discretion of the court.

Sec. 2. Apemnwho.arterhavingbeentwot!mesoonvictado:

, Importing, or exporting, or conspiring to sell, import, or
export. opium, coca leaves, cocaine, or any salt, de:rlvatlve,
preparation of opium, coca leaves, or cocaine, again sells, l.mports,
or exporis, or conspires to sell, import, or export, any of the sald
narcotic drugs, in violation of the laws of the United States, shall,
uponounﬂctmouraunhthmdurmhnqnﬁntoﬂmbeﬂmdmt
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more than $10,000 or imprisoned in a Federal penitentiary for not
more than 20 years, or both, in the discretion of the court.

Sec. 3. Whenever it shall appear, after conviction and before or
after sentence, that a person convicted of unlawfully selling, im-
porting, or exporting, or conspiring unlawfully to sell, import, or
export, any of the narcotic drugs enumerated in this act, has
previously been convicted of unlawfully selling, importing, or ex-
porting, or conspiring unlawfully to sell, import, or export, any of
sald narcotic drugs, in vioclation of the laws of the United States, it
ghall be the duty of the Uniled States disirict attorney for the
district in which such subsequent conviction was had to file an
information alleging that the defendant has previously been so
convicted, and further alleging the number of such previous con-
victions. The court in which the defendant was convicted shall
cause the said defendant, whether confined in prison or otherwise,
to appear before it and shall apprise him of the allegations of the
information and of his right to a trial by jury as fo the truth
thereof. The court shall require the defendant to state definitely
whether he is the person who it is alleged has previously been
convicted. If the defendant claims he is not such person, or if
he refuses to answer or remains silent, his plea, or, if none, the
statement that no plea was made, shall be made a matter of rec-
ord, and a jury shall be empaneled to determine whether the de-
fendant is the person alleged in the information to have previ-
ously been convicted and the number of such previous convictions.
If after a trial on the sole issue of the truth of such allegations the
Jury determines that the defendant is in fact the person previously
convicted as charged in the information, or if he acknowledges in
open court, affer being duly cautioned as to his rights, that he is
such person, he shall be punished as prescribed in sections 1 or 2
of this act, as the case may be, and the previous sentence of this
court, if any, shall be vacated, and there shall be deducted from
the new sentence the amount of time actually served under the
sentence so vacated.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 2, line 1, after the word “court”, insert “whenever the fact
of such previous conviction is established in the manner prescribed
in section 8 of this act.”

Page 2, line 11, strike out “or subsequent” and after the word
“offense”, insert “or any offense subsequent thereto.”

Page 2, line 14, after the word “court”, insert “whenever the fact
of such previous convictions is established in the manner pre-
scribed in section 8 of this act.”

Page 3, line 9, strike out “require” and insert “inquire”; and
after the word “defendant” strike out the remainder of the line.

Page 3, line 10, strike out “it is alleged.”

Page 8, line 11, after the word “convicted”, strike out the
remainder of line 11, all of lines 12 and 13 and 14 and insert “H
the defendant states he is not such or if he refuses to
answer or remains silent, & plea of not guilty shall be entered by
the court.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

SALE OF TWO DORZITORIES BELONGING TO THE CHICKASAW NATION
OR TRIBE OF INDIANS

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
return to the bill (H. R. 7409) providing for the sale of the
two dormitory properties belonging to the Chickasaw Nation
or Tribe of Indians, in the vicinity of the Murray State
School of Agriculture at Tishomingo, Okla.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOREN, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
substitute a similar bill, 8. 2587, for the House bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the Senate bill,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior shall take

n of, and appraise and sell, under such rules and regula-
tions as may be by him, the two dormitories, together
with the lands upon which they are located and the furniture,

belonging to the Chickasaw Nation or Tribe of Indians,
in the vicinity of the Murray State School of Agriculture at Tish-
omingo, Okla,, which lands were and which dormitories
were erected and equipped, under the acts of Congress of March
2, 1917 (39 Stat. L. 983), and May 25, 1918 (40 Stat. L. 584), and
he shall deposit the proceeds in the Treasury of the United States
to the eredit of the Chickasaw Nation, less expenses incident to the
appraisement and sale of such properties, including reasonable
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compensation to special attorneys for services rendered in connec-
tion with such sale acting under the direction of the Governor of
the Chickasaw Nation, such compensation to be fixed and paid by
the Becretary of the Interior; and immediately after such sale,
patents conveying such shall be made and delivered in
the same manner as now provided by law for the conveyance of
other tribal properties: Provided, That preference right shall be
given the State of Oklahoma to purchase said dormitory properties
at a price to be agreed upon between the Secretary of the Interior
and the board of regents of the Murray State School of Agricul-
ture, in accordance with the senate concurrent resolution passed
by the Sixteenth Legislature of the State of Oklahoms.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

ERECTION OF THE “SHENANDOAH” MEMORIAL IN OR NEAR AVA, OHIO

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7564, to permit the
erection of the Shenandoah Memorial in or near Ava, Ohio.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what is the cost of this memorial?

Mr. SECREST. Mr. Speaker, the bill authorizing the
memorial has already been passed. This is merely an
amendment fo the original bill determining the exact spot
where the memorial is to be located.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section of the act entitled “An act
suthorizing the erection of a memorial to those who met their
death In the wreck of the dirigible Shenandoah”, approved May 22,
1936, is hereby amended to read as follows: “That the Secretary
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to
erect in or near Ava, Ohio, a suitable tablet or marker to com-
memorate the heroic services rendered by Commander Landsdowne
and other members of the crew who died when the Navy dirigible
Shenandoah was destroyed.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

REIMBURSEMENT OF CERTAIN CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES OF THE NAVY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4676, to provide for
the reimbursement of certain civilian employees of the Navy
for the value of personal effects destroyed in a fire at the
Naval Air Station, Hampton Roads, Va., May 15, 1936.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,101.20, or
such portion as may be necessary, to pay claims of civilian employ-
ees of the United States Navy for the value of personal effects
destroyed as the result of a fire at the Naval Air Station, Hampton
Roads, Va., May 15, 1936: Provided, That the Becretary of the Navy
shall determine the amount to be paid hereunder to each claimant:
And provided further, That no part of the amount appropriated in
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be pald or delivered
to or received by any agent or agents, attorney or mitorneys, on
account of services rendered in connection with said claims. It
shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to
exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof on account of
services rendered in connection with said claims, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating the provisions
of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding £1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ASSIGNMENT OF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY FOR DUTY UNDER THE
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7216, to provide for
the assignment of officers of the Navy for duty under the
Department of Commerce and appointment to positions
therein.

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.
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OSAGE TRIBE OF INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, S, 670, authorizing an ap-
propriation for payment to the Osage Tribe of Indians on
account of their lands sold by the United States.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

COAST GUARD STATION, FORT MYERS, FLA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6048, to provide for
the establishment of a Coast Guard station in the vicinity
of Fort Myers, Fla.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized to establish a Coast Guard station in the vicinity of Fort
Mpyers, Fla., at such point as the Commandant of the Coast Guard
may recommend.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

COAST GUARD STATION, DAUPHIN ISLAND, ALA.,

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6976, to provide for
the establishment of a Coast Guard station on the coast of
Alabama at or near Dauphin Island, Ala.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized to establish a Coast Guard station on the
coast of Alabamasa, at or near Dauphin Island, Ala.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

COAST GUARD OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED LIST

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7611, to adjust the
pay of certain Coast Guard officers on the retfired list who
were refired because of physical disability originating in
line of duty in time of war.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That notwt the provisions of sec-
tion 1, as amended, of the act of June 21, 1930 (46 Stat. 793, ch.
563), any officer of the Coast Guard who has been retired since
Beptember 3, 1921, but prior to March 4, 1925, by reason of
physical disability which originated in line of duty at any time
between April 6, 1917, and March 3, 1921, inclusive, while holding
higher temporary rank in the Coast Guard, shall receive from
the date of the approval of this act the pay of the rank he holds
on the retired list.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

GEN. WILLIAM HENRY HARRISON BEADLE

The Clerk called the next business, S. Con. Res. 10, ac-
cepting the statue of Gen. William Henry Harrison Beadle,
to be placed in Statuary Hall.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the concurrent
resolution, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representalives concur-
ring), That the statue of Gen. William Henry Harrison Beadle,
presented by the State of South Dakota, to be placed in Statuary
Hall, 1s accepted in the name of the United States, and that the
thanks of the Congress be tendered sald State for the contribution
of the statue of one of its most eminent citizens, illustrious for
his valor as a soldier and his distinguished service as an educator;
and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, suitably engrossed
and duly authenticated, be fransmitted to the Governor of South
Dakota.

The Senate concurrent resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

GRANT LANDS IN OREGON

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7618, relating to the
revested Oregon & California Railroad and reconveyed Coos
Bay Wagon Road grant lands situated in the State of
Oregon.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That notwithstanding any provisions in the
acts of June 9, 1916 (39 Stat, 218), and February 26, 1919 (40
Stat. 1179), as amended, such portions of the revested Oregon &
California Railroad and reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road grant
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lands as are or may hereafter come under the jurisdiction of the
Department of the Interior, which have heretofore or may here-
after be classified as timberlands, and power-site lands valuable for
timber, shall be managed, except as provided in section 8 hereof,
for permanent forest production, and the timber thereon shall be
sold, cut, and removed in conformity with the principle of sus-
tained yield for the purpose of providing a permanent source of
timber supply, protecting watersheds, regulating stream flow, and
contributing to the economic stability of local communities and
industries, and providing recreational facilities: Provided, That
nothing herein shall be construed to interfere with the use and
development of power sites as may be authorized by law.

The annual productive capacity for such lands shall be deter-
mined and declared as promptly as possible after the passage of
this act, but untll such determination and declaration are made
the average annual cut therefrom shall not exceed one-half billion
feet board measure: Provided, That timber from said lands in an
amount not less than one-half billion feet board measure, or not
less than the annual sustained yield capacity when the same has
been determined and declared, shall be sold annually, or so much
thereof as can be sold at reasonable prices on a normal market.

If the Secretary of the Interior determines that such action will
facilitate sustained-yield management, he may subdivide such
revested lands into sustained-yleld forest units, the boundary lines
of which shall be so established that a forest unit will provide,
insofar as practicable, a permanent source of raw materials for
the support of dependent communities and local industries of the
region; but until such subdivision is made the land shall be
treated as a single unit in applying the principle of sustained
yield: Provided, That before the boundary lines of such forest
units are established, the Department, after published notice there-
of, shall hold a hearing thereon in the vicinity of such lands open
to the attendance of State and local officers, representatives of
dependent industries, residents, and other persons interested in the
use of such lands. Due consideration shall be given to established
lumbering operations in subdividing such lands when necessary to
protect the economic stability of dependent communities. Timber
sales from a forest unit shall be limited to the productive capacity
of such unit and the Secretary is authorized, in his discretion, to
reject any bids which may Interfere with the sustained-yleld
management plan of any unit.

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized, in his dis-
cretion, to make cooperative agreements with other Federal or
Btate forest administrative agencies or with private forest owners
or operators for the coordinated administration, with respect to
time, rate, method of cutting, and sustained yield, of forest units
comprising parts of revested or reconveyed lands, together with
lands in private ownership or under the administration of other
public agencies, when by such agreements he may be alded in
accomplishing the purposes hereinbefore mentioned.

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to classify,
either on application or otherwise, and restore to homestead entry,
or purchase under the provisions of section 14 of the act of June
28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), any of such revested or reconveyed land
which, in his judgment, is more suitable for agricultural use than
for afforestation, reforestation, stream-flow protection, recreation,
or other public purposes.

Any of said lands heretofore classifled as agricultural may be
reclassified as timberlands, if found, upon examination, to be
more suitable for the production of trees than agricultural use,
such reclassified timberlands to be managed for permanent forest
production as herein provided.

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized, in his discre-
tion, fo lease for grazing any of said revested or reconveyed lands
which may be so used without interfering with the production of
timber or other purposes of this act as stated in section 1: Pro-
vided, That all the moneys received on account of grazing leases
shall be covered either into the “Oregon & California land-grant
fund” or the “Coos Bay Wagon Road grant fund” in the Treasury
as the location of the leased lands shall determine, and be sub-
ject to distribution as other moneys in such funds: Provided
jurther, That the Secretary is also authorized to formulate rules
and regulations for the use, protection, improvement, and reha-
bilitation of such grazing lands.

Sec. b. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to
perform any and all acts and to make such rules and regulations
as may be necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying the
provisions of this act into full force and effect. The Secretary
of the Interior is further authorized, in formulating forest-prac-
tice rules and regulations, to consult with the Oregon State Board
of Forestry, representatives of timber owners and operators on or
contiguous to sald revested and reconveyed lands, and other per-
sons or agencies interested in the use of such lands.

In formulating regulations for the protection of such timber-
lands against fire, the Secretary is authorized, in his discretion,
to consult and advise with Federal, State, and county agencies
engaged In forest-fire-protection work, and to make agreements
with such agencies for the cooperative administration of fire reg-
ulations therein: Provided, That rules and regulations for the pro-
tection of the revested lands from fire shall conform with the
requirements and practices of the State of Oregon insofar as the
same are consistent with the interests of the United States.

TITLE IT
That on and after March 1, 1938, all moneys deposited in the
Treasury of the United States in the special fund designated the

“Oregon & California land-grant fund” shall be distributed annu-
ally as follows:
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(a) Fifty percent to the counties in which the lands revested
under the act of June 9, 1916 (39 Stat. 218), are situated, to be
payable on or after June 30, 1938, and each year thereafter to
each of said counties in the proportion that the total assessed
value of the Oregon & California grant lands in each of =aid
counties for the year 1915 bears to the total assessed value of all
of said lands in the State of Oregon for said year, such moneys to
be used as other county funds.

(b) Twenty-five percent to said counties as money in lieu of
taxes accrued or which shall accrue to them prior to March 1,
1838, under the provisions of the act of July 13, 1926 (44 Stat.
915), and which taxes are unpaid on said date, such moneys to
be paid to said counties severally by the Secretary of the Treasury
of the United States, upon certification by the Secretary of the
Interior, until such tax indebtedness as shall have acerued prior
to March 1, 1938, is extinguished.

From and after payment of the above accrued taxes said 25
percent shall be accredited annually to the general fund in the
Treasury of the United States until all reimbursable charges
against the Oregon & California land-grant fund owing to the
general fund in the Treasury have been paid: Provided, That if
for any year after the extinguishment of the tax indebtedness
accruing to the counties prior to March 1, 1938, under the pro-
visions of Forty-fourth Statutes, page 915, the total amount pay-
able under subsection (a) of this title is less than 78 percent of
claims which accrued to said coun-

payable for such year such portion of said 25 percent (but not
in excess of three-fifths of said 25 percent), as may be necessary
to make up the deficiency. When the general fund in the Treas-
ury has been fully reimbursed for the expenditures which were
made charges against the Oregon & California land-grant fund
sald 25 percent shall be paid annually, on or after June 30, to
the several counties in the manner provided in subsection (a)

(c) Twenty-five percent to be available for the administration
of this act, in such annual amounts as the Congress shall from
part of such percent not used
for adnﬂnmumpurposesmnbecnvemd into the general fund
of the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That moneys cov-
mdmmthaneasurymsmhmmrahaubemadmmtm
the reimbursable charges against the Oregon & California land-
grant fund mentioned in subsection (b) so long as any such
charges shall exist.
All acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby re-
ﬁaledtotheextentneoessarytogivemn!mandeﬂecttothm

|
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Speaker, the House has just passed
a bill entitled “A bill relating to the revested Oregon &
California Railroad and reconveyed Coos Bay wagon road
grant lands situated in the State of Oregon.”

Of course, the title means very little to a Member unless
he has read the bill and report very carefully. A few weeks
ago when the bill providing for the purchase of additional
land, known as the Sugar Pine Forests, which adjoins the
Yosemite National Park, was pending, I objected to an
amendment which would have provided that the Govern-
ment would have been required to pay taxes to the counties
where the land is located. I told the House at the time that
this was a most unusual procedure and that we should not
embark upon the general policy of the Government paying
taxes to States and subdivisions of States on Government-
owned land. I am pleased to say that the House defeated
that amendment, and the bill as it became a law did not
contain that provision.

During the debate on that bill I ecalled attention to the
fact that there was one case where the Government was
paying nearly $300,000 a year to counties in Oregon in con-
nection with some lands which were originally granted to
the Oregon & California R. R. Co. and the Coos Bay Wagon
Road Co., title to the lands being revested to the United
States in 1916 and 1919 because the grantees violated the
covenants contained in the granting acts. My statement
might not have been entirely correct at the time when I said
it was costing the Government that amount in taxes because
some will claim that this money in part was paid out of the
Federal Treasury as cost of administration. The real fact
is that the taxes have been taken out of the receipts from
the sale of Jumber and it matters not whether or not the
Government'’s share went directly for taxes or administra-
tion, because the receipts did not equal the necessary costs
of administration and taxes. Nevertheless, it has been
costing the Government that amount.
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The bill that the House just passed corrects this situa-
tion, and further than that, it provides that $8,500,000
which was advanced to the Oregon and California land-
grant fund, and which never has been repaid to the
Treasury, will be repaid under this legislation, and still
further, the cost of administration, taxes, and so forth, is
to come out of the receipts from the sale of timber and
not out of the Treasury of the United States.

If the Senate passes this bill and it is signed by the
President in its present form, the taxpayers are going to be
saved not only the amount that is being taken annually
out of the Treasury at the present time, but further than
that, the Treasury will be reimbursed for the $8,500,000
which was advanced under the terms of the act of June
9, 1916.

This is a meritorious piece of legislation and I am pleased
to see the House take favorable action thereon.

I want to compliment the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
DeRovEeN], chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands,
and his associates on the committee, for bringing in this biil.
The genfleman from New Mexico [Mr. Dempsey] prescnfed
the report and it was so complete and so easily understood
that not one single objection was advanced. Mr. DEMPSEY
deserves the thanks of the taxpayers for his work in this
respect, I hope the Senate will pass the bill without delay.

CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1284, to change the name
of the Chemical Warfare Service.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill as fol-:
lows:

Be it enacted, eic., That the Chemical Warfare Service, created
by the act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. 768), shall hereafter be
known as the Chemical Service.

With the following committee amendment:

“Pagal,nneﬁ.mikeoutthoword"nerﬂce"mdmse:tthewnrd
‘corps.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table,

AMENDMENT OF THE ammml 1mnmmc AGREEMENT ACT OF
93

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2147, to amend provi-
sions of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937..

Mr. WpLCOTI‘. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, will some member of the committee explain this bill?
If not, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill
be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

SAN CARLOS APACHE INDIANS

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1231, authorizing pay=
ment to the San Carlos Apache Indians for the lands ceded
by them in the agreement of February 25, 1896, ratified by
the act of June 10, 1896, and reopening such lands to min-
eral entry.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEARER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

TRANSFER OF CANCELED CHECK TO THE GOVERNOR OF ALASKA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5809, authorizing the
transfer of canceled check to the Governor of Alaska.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

ESTABLISHMENT OF A ONE-HOUSE LEGISLATURE IN ALASKA

The Clerk called the next bill, H, R. 6651, to provide for
a referendum in the Territory of Alaska as to the estab-
lishment of a one-house legislature, and for other purposes.




7218 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, ete., That at the general election held in the Ter-
ritory of Alaska, in the year 1938, for the election of a Delegate
to Congress from Alaska, members of the Alaska Territorial Leg-
islature, and such other officials of the Territory as may be by
law then elective, each of the qualified electors of the Territory
shall be afforded an opportunity to vote upon the question as to
whether a one-house legislature shall be provided for the Territory
of Alaska, such vote to be taken by furnishing to each of such
electors a ballot, separate and apart from the ballot which em-
braces the names of the candidates for office to be voted upon
at said election, having printed thereon the following:

“SPECIAL REFERENDUM BALLOT
“(Place an (X) in square before your preference)
“(Vote for one only)
I favor a one-house legislature for Alaska.

“"1I do not favor a one-house legislature for Alaska.”

SEc. 2. Such ballots shall be prepared, printed, numbered, and
distributed, so far as may be practicable, in the same form and
manner as the ballots containing the names of candidates for
office to be voted upon at said election; and the special referen-
dum ballots so cast at said election shall be counted, tallied, can-
vassed, and returns thereon made in substantially the same man-
ner as in the case of ballots containing the names of candidates.

Sec. 3. The expense of preparing, printing, distributing, count-
ing, tallying, and canvassing such speclal referendum hballots, and
all other additional expenses incurred in said election by reason
thereof, shall be pald in the same manner as the other costs and
expenses of sald election.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion

to reconsider was laid on the table.
EVERGLADES NATIONAL PARK IN FLORIDA

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 2014, to amend an
act entitled “An act to provide for the establishment of
the Everglades National Park in the State of Florida, and
for other purposes”, approved May 30, 1934.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

ADMISSION OF CITIZENSHIF OF CERTAIN ALIENS

Mr. LANZETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to return to Calendar No. 286, the bill (H. R. 6785) for the
admission to citizenship of aliens who came into this coun-
try prior to February 5, 1917.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I shall have no objection if the gentleman will
agree to an amendment which I shall propose.

Mr. LANZETTA. I shall agree to the amendment, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr, CARTER. I object, Mr. Speaker,

ABRAHAM LINCOLN NATIONAL PARK, KY,

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4070, to change the
designations of the Abraham Lincoln National Park, in the
State of Kentucky, and the Fort McHenry National Park,
in the State of Maryland.

Mr. CREAL. Mr. Speaker, I object.

ACCEPTANCE OF CERTAIN STATE-OWNED LAND IN UTAH

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R, 4186, to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to accept from the State of Utah
title to a certain State-owned section of land and to patent
other land to the State in lieu thereof, and for other pur-
poses.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Utah?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF HOMESTEAD LAWS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5592, to amend an act
entitled “An act extending the homestead laws and provid-
ing for right-of-way for railrcads in the District of Alaska,
and for other purposes”, approved May 14, 1898 (30 Stat.
409, 414). ’

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill may be passed over withouf prejudice.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Idaho?
There was no objection.

NATIONAL MONUMENT AT CAMP MERRITT, N. J.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 71, to provide for the
establishment of a national monument on the site of Camp
Merritt, N. J.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

MAMMOTH CAVE NATIONAL PARK, KY.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5594, to make avail-
able for national-park purposes certain lands within the
area of the proposed Mammoth Cave National Park, Ky.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all lands purchased from funds here-
tofore allocated and made available by Executive order, or other-
wise, or which hereafter may be allocated and made available
for the acquisition of lands for conservation or forestation pur-
poses within the maximum boundaries of the Mammoth Cave
National Park as authorized by the act of May 25, 1926 (44 Stat.
635), be, and the same are hereby, made a part of the said park
as fully as if originally acquired for that purpose and the proviso
at the end of section 1 of sald act of May 25, 1926, shall not be
construed so as to prohibit the acquisition of lands in said area
under funds made avallable as aforesald.

8ec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in
his discretion, to exclude the Great Onyx Cave and the
Cave, or either of them, from the maximum boundaries of the
said park, and the area required for gemeral development of
the sald park by section 1 of the act of May 14, 1934 (48 Stat.
775), is hereby modified accordingly.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

ROGUE RIVER NATIONAL FOREST, OREG.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 199, to add certain
lands to the Rogue River National Forest in the State of
Oregon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr, COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate bill (S. 1762) may be considered in lieu
of the House bill.,

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That for the purpose of forest management,
watershed protection, and recreational use the north half northwest
quarter section 3, the south half northwest quarter section 23, and
the west half northeast quarter northeast quarter and the east
half northwest quarter northeast quarter section 27, township 37
south, range 3 east, Willamette meridian, of revested Oregon &
California land-grant lands are hereby added to and made a part
of the Rogue River National Forest in the State of Oregon, subject
to all laws and regulations governing national forests: Provided,
That the Secretaries of the Interior and Agriculture shall jointly
appraise and agree on the value of said Oregon & California
land-grant lands and shall certify the same to the Secretary of the
Treasury. That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby,
authorized, upon notice of the appraisal by the Secretaries of the
Interior and Agriculture, to transfer an equal amount of money
from the national-forest receipts and credit the same to the Oregon
& California land-grant funds, subject to all laws and regula-
tions governing the disposal of money received from the Oregon
& California land-grant lands.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

A similar House bill (H. R. 199) was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO SETTLERS OF HOMESTEAD LANDS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 2888, granting a leave
of absence to settlers of homestead lands during the year
19317.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, it seems to me we should stop this somewhere. We
have been extending this privilege from year to year through-
out the depression. I do not think it is fair to those who




1937

want to take up legitimate claims to continue this privilege
year after year without some showing that the economic con-
dition is such that it is necessitated, and for this reason I ask
unanimous consent that the bill may be passed over without
prejudice.

Mr. MOTT. I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr, WOLCOTT. I object, Mr. Speaker.

FORT DONELSON NATIONAL MILITARY PARK

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5593) to provide for the
addition or additions of certain lands to the Fort Donelson
National Military Park in the State of Tennessee, and for

other purposes.
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bhill, as

follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-described tracts or par-
cels of land, lying and being within the Seventh Civil District of
Stewart County, Tenn., be, and are hereby, transferred from the
jurisdiction of the Becretary of War to the jurisdiction of the
Secretary of the Interior as additions to the Fort Donelson Na-
tlonallﬂlltary?ark,nndshallh.ereaiterbembjecttoanlaws
and rules and regulations applicable to said park

Tract no. 1, a right-of-way, 50 feet wide, lymg 25 feet on each
glde of a center line, beginning at a point in the southerly bound-
ary line of lock D rese.watim 7348 feet from the southwest corner
of this reservation; thence south 31°5' W. 77.1 feet; thence south
B6°21” W. 4799 feet; thence south 63°53" W. 2623 feet; thence
south 89°36' W. 186.7 feet; thence south 0°40’ E. 194 feet; thence
south 30°58° E. 3145 feet; thence south 28°15" E. 85 feet; thence
south 28°37' E. 250.56 feet; thence south 4°6' E. 261.7 feet; thence
south 36°27" E. 2823 feet; thence south 23°456' E. 1783 feef, to
center line of county road; reserving, however, to the War Depart-
ment the right to the continued use of the road over this tract as
a means of access to lock D.

Tract no. 2, beginning at a point in the southern boundary line
of lock D reservation, 753.56 feet from the southwest corner of this
reservation; thence north 74°28" E. 19198 feet; thence south 85°12”
E. 529 feet; thence south 51°36" E. 32,9 feet; thence south 9°33’
E. 11702 feet; thence south 31°3' W. 69.82 feet; thence north
58°57" W. 288.08 feet to

Tract no. 3, begmnmgatapotntinthasouthmbmdaryune
o!l.ocknmsemtlon 590 feet from the southwest corner of this
reservation, this point being marked by an iron fence post; thence
north 58°57° W. 580 feet along the southern boundary line of
lock D reservation; thence north 31°3' E. 488 feet along the
western boundary line of lock D reservation to low-water mark on
bank of Cumberland River; thence slong low-water line of Cum-
berland River in a southeasterly direction 335 feet; thence south
84°5" W. 123 feet to an iron pin; thence south 55°55' E. 307.5
feet to an iron pin; thence south 40°5’ west 310.5 feet to beginning.

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized to accept donations of land, interests in land or build-
ings, structures, and other property withln a distance of 1 mile
from the boundaries of said Fort Donelson National Military Park,
as hereby extended, and donations of funds for the purchase or
maintenance thereof, the title and evidence of title to lands
acquired to be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior: Pro-
vided, That he may acquire on behalf of the United States out of
any donated funds, by purchase at prices deemed by him reason-
able, or by condemnation under the provisions of the act of August
1, 1888, such tracts of land within a distance of but 1 mile from
the boundaries of the said national military park as may be neces-
sary for the completion thereof. Upon the acquisition of such land,
the same shall become a part of the Fort Donelson National Military
Park and shall be subject to the laws and rules and regulations
applicable to said park.

Sec. 3. The administration , and development of the
lands hereby authorized to be added to the Fort Donelson National
Military Park shall be exercised under the direction of the Secretary
of the Interior by the National Park Service, subject to the provi-
sions of the act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535), entitled “An act
to establish a National Park Service, and for other purposes”, as
amended.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

ANGELES NATIONAL FOREST

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5685) to facilitate the con-
trol of soil erosion and flood damage originating upon lands
within the exterior boundaries of the Angeles National For-
est, in the State of California.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That the Secretary of Agriculture, with the

approval of the National Forest Reservation Commission estab-
lished by section 4 of the act of March 1, 1911 (U. 8. C., title 186,

sec. 513), is hereby authorized to by purchase any lands
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within the boundaries of the Angeles National Forest in the State
of California which, in his judgment, should become the property
of the United States in order that they may be so managed with
other lands of the United States as to minimize soil erosion and
flood damage, and to pay for said lands from the entire receipts
from the sale of natural resources or occupancy of publicly owned
lands within the said national forest, which receipts are hereby
authorized to be appropriated for that purpose until said lands
have been acquired.

With the following committee amendment:
P&geal 3. line 8, after the word “resources”, insert “other than

The committee amendment was agreed to; and the bill as
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

SAN JUAN NATIONAL MONUMENT, P. R.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7487) to establish the San
Juan National Monument, P, R., and for other purposes.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection.

There was no objection.

ASSIGNMENT OF OFFICERS OF THE LINE, MARINE CORPS, TO
STAFF DUTY

The Clerk called the bill (S. 2521) fo authorize the assign-
ment of officers of the line of the Marine Corps to staff duty
only as assistant quartermasters and assistant paymasters,
and for other purposes.

. H’I’here being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
ollows:

Be it enacted, etc., That officers of the line of the Marine Corps
of the grades of major, lieutenant colonel, and colonel may, upon
application, and with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy,
be assigned to staff duty only as assistant quartermasters and
assistant paymasters: Provided, That when so ssx!gmd they shall
retain the lineal position and precedence which they now hold or
may later attain and shall be promoted, retired, and
in like manner and with the same relative conditions in all re-
spects as are now or may hereafter be provided for officers of the
line of the Marine Corps, except as herein otherwise provided:
Provided further, That the recommendation of selection boards in
the cases of officers assigned to staff duty only shall be based upon
their comparative fitness to perform the duties prescribed for
them: Provided her, That officers of the grades of major and
lieutenant colonel assigned to staff duty only in accordance with
this act shall, on promotion up to and including the grade of
colonel, be carried as additional numbers in grade: And provided
fun‘.her That the number of officers assigned to staff duty only

in accordance with this act in any 1 year shall be in accordance
with the requirements of the service as determined by the Secre-
tary of the Navy.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 6, after the word “to”, s‘h'lk.eout“staﬂdutyonly
as assistant quartermasters and assistant paymasters” and insert
“assistant quartermaster and assistant paymaster duty only.”

Page 2, line 3, after the word “for"”, insert the word “other.”
duEt';\geﬂ I.lneﬁ strike out “staff duty only” and insert “such

Page 2, line 10, strikaouttheword"ataﬂ and Insert “assistant

r and assistant pa

Page 2, line 14, su'ikeotrt“mgned’oostaﬂdutyonly”m
insert “so assign

The committ-ee amendments were agreed to; and the bill,
as amended, was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

The title was amended to read: “A bill to authorize the
assignment of officers of the line of the Marine Corps to
assistant quartermaster and assistant paymaster duty only,
and for other purposes.”

AMENDING PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE ACT OF 1934

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7561) to amend the act
entitled “An act to provide for the complete independence
of the Philippine Islands, to provide for the adoption of a
constitution and a form of government for the Philippine
Islands, and for other purposes”, approved March 24, 1934.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to
object. Contrary to what the bill might appear to be, I
understand that it is a further limitation on immigration

‘
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and I wish the gentleman from Hawaii would explain briefly
what the hill is about.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is correct. When
the Philippine Independence Act was passed it permitted,
under certain conditions, the immigration of Philippine labor
into the Territory of Hawaii. This repeals that condition
and makes it impossible for any further immigration of that
sort. I may say to the gentleman that the provision of the
Independence Act was never invoked, and this repeal makes
it no longer possible to invoke it in the future,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the last sentence of section 8 (a) (1) of
said act which reads as follows: “This paragraph shall not apply to
& person coming or seeking to come to the Territory of Hawali who
does not apply for and secure an immigration or passport visa, but
such immigration shall be determined by the Department of the
Interior on the basis of the needs of industries in the Territory of
Hawail”, is hereby repealed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

AMENDING LIQUOR ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1936

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7508) to amend the Liquor
Enforcement Act of 1936.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr, COCHRAN, Mr, Speaker, I reserve the right to ob-
ject. This bill apparently indicates that it is of minor im-
portance, but as I read the bill I am very confident that
from the standpoint of enforcement the Government of the
United States is going back to the old prohibition days,
provided the law is actually enforced. If this bill becomes
a law, and it is enforced, there is absolutely no doubt but
that it is going to require an army of enforcement agents
to carry out its purposes. This bill indicates by its wording
it would merely require the Federal Government to protect
States which permit the manufacture of only beer and wine,
regardless of the alcoholic content, from the importation of
distilled spirits. The bill in effect would require the Gov-
ernment to protect all States, whether wet or dry, against
the importation of distilled spirits in violation of their laws.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, the bill is in the exact lan-
guage of the second section of the twenty-first amendment.
If the Congress meant whaf it said, specifically and im-
pliedly, when it submitted the twenty-first amendment,
then the importation or fransportation of intoxicating
liquors into States for sale or use in violation of their laws
should not only be prohibited, but some penalty should be
provided for the violation of that provision of the twenty-
first amendment.

The creation of a new enforcement agency is not contem-
plated by this bill. This act, if passed, would be exactly
like many other Federal statutes, subject to enforcement
by the Department of Justice, just as many other Federal
statutes are enforced. There is no ground for the gentle-
man’s apprehension that any great body of enforcement
officials will be created. There is no purpose that any such
body should be created. This is merely an act of good con-
science. This is merely saying that the thing prohibited by
the second section of the twenty-first amendment shall be
made criminal and a means provided for enforcement of
that provision of the Constitution by providing that its
violation shall be punished as for a misdemeanor. I cannot
conceive of any reason why any Member should object to
such a provision. Without it we have the constitutional pro-
hibition against the importation of infoxicating liquors into
States for use or sale in violation of their Jaws without any
penalty for its violation.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. MICHENER. This bill carries out the promises that
the gentleman from Missouri and all others made——

Mr. COCHRAN. I did not yield for a speech. What does
the bill do, in the gentleman’s opinion?
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Mr, MICHENER. I am telling the gentleman. This car-
ries out the promise that the gentleman from Missouri,
and all others who favored resubmission of the eighteenth
amendment, made in Congress, made on the floor, at the
time of the submission, I was one of those who voted to
resubmit the eighteenth amendment. I did it, as the gentle-
man did, on the promise and with the understanding that
dry States, States desiring to be dry, would be protected
against importation from wet States. Every Member of
Congress understood that. That was a specific promise.

Mr. COCHRAN. Why not amend the bill, then, to in-
clude only the dry States?

Mr. MICHENER. The Committee on the Judiciary, re-
gardless of how they feel today on the wet and dry
question, have reported this bill unanimously for the pur-
pose of carrying out the terms of the twenty-first amend-
ment to the Constitution, and for the express purpose of
keeping the word of those who believed in resubmitting the
eighteenth amendment. I hope the gentleman, because of
lack of information, will not object to this bill,

Mr. COCHRAN. I will say to the gentleman that I do
not have any lack of information. I made an inquiry about
this bill. T am just looking at it from the standpoint of
common sense. We do not want another army of prohibi-
tion agents. If you want to protect the dry States, why
not amend your bill so as to limit it to the dry States?
Why do you say any State?

Mr. TARVER. Will the gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. COCHRAN. Not right now, as I have asked the gen-
tlengean from Michigan a question. Why do you say any
State?

Mr, MICHENER. If the gentleman will read the bill——

Mr. COCHRAN. I have the bill in front of me. I asked
the gentleman the question, Why do you say any State,
when you want to protect only the dry States? As far as
protecting the dry States is concerned, I am with the gen-
tleman. Where is there any report from the Attorney Gen-
eral? Where is there any report from the Federal Alcohol
Administration? Where is there any report from the
Treasury Department on this bill?

Mr. MICHENER. Where is there any report from a
country constable? You might go on down the line.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho, Mr. Speaker, the regular order.

Mr. MICHENER. If you are going to require reports from
everybody, why not go all the way?

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr, Speaker, I demand the regular
order.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill go over
without prejudice.

Mr, TARVER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I can see nothing that can be accomplished by the bill going
over without prejudice. If the gentleman is opposed to the
bill, let him object. I object.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the bill today.
They can call it up on the next Consent Calendar date, and
in the meantime perhaps I can get a report.

PENSION BENEFITS TO PEACETIME VETERANS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7531, to afford protec-
tion of pension benefits to peacetime veterans placed on the
pension rolls after March 19, 1933, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I may say I am not going to object, but I am merely
asking for information. Why is it necessary for the Con-
gress of the United States to repeal an Executive order?
Under the authority which we gave to the President to issue
Executive orders, at the time the economy bill was enacted,
one of which this seeks to abrogate or repeal, did we not
give him authority to countermand his own Executive or-
ders? 1Is there not anybody on the majority side who can
explain why it takes an act of Congress to repeal an Execu-
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tive order, and whether this is the usual thing or whether
this is the exception to the general rule?

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; I yield.

Mr, BOILEAU, I do not claim to have any special knowl-
edge about the matter, but my recollection is that when the
Economy Act was passed we provided that any regulations
or Executive orders that were in effect 2 years after date
would become law. That is my impression. Some mem-
ber of the committee may have a different recollection.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think, as a matter of precedent, we
should decide whether it is necessary for the Congress to
repeal Executive orders, and whether we retain to ourselves
authority to amend Executive orders in the same authoriza-
tion.

Is not somebody here from the Committee on Pensions
who can explain why this bill is necessary, and why an-
other Executive order repealing Executive Order 6098 is not
all that is required?

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr, WOLCOTT. 1 yield.

Mr. BOILEAU. Does not the gentleman recall that that
provision was in the act? I am not positive, but that is my
recollection.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not recall whether it was in the
act or not. That might be the reason for it, but surely
somebody should know whether it is the reason for it or
not. Apparently I am not going to get the information,
but I have no objection to the bill, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph X of Executive Order No.
6098, dated March 81, 1933 (Veterans’ Regulation No. 10 (38
U. 8. C, ch. 12, appendix) ), as amended by paragraph 1, Executive

Order No. 65668, dated January 19, 1934 (Veterans' Regulation No.
10 (c). 15 hereby canceled as of the date of enactment of this
act

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

INDIAN WAR PENSIONS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5787, granting pen-
sions and increases of pensions to certain soldiers who
served in the Indian wars from 1817 to 1898, and for other
purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the first day of the next
month after the approval of this act, the rate of pension to sur-
viving soldiers of the various Indian wars and campaigns who are
now on the pension rolls or who may hereafter be placed thereon
under the provisions of the acts of July 27, 1892; June 27, 1902, and
May 30, 1908, as amended by the act of February 1, 1913; or under
the act of March 4, 1917, or the act of March 3, 1927, shall be $65
per month: Provided, That any such survivor who is now or here-
after may become, on account of age or physical or mental dis-
ability, helpless or blind, or so nearly helpless or blind as to need
or require the regular aid and attendance of another person, shall
be paid the rate of §72 per month: Provided, however, That noth-
ing in this act shall be so construed as to reduce any pension
under any law, public or private, and that hereafter pensions
granted under this act or acts referred to in this section shall
commence from the date of filing of application therefor in the
Veterans' Administration.

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the follow=
ing:

“That from and after the first day of the next month after the
enactment of this act, all surviving soldiers of the various Indian
wars and campalgns who are now on the pension rolls or who
may hereafter be placed thereon under the provisions of the acts
of July 27, 1892, June 27, 1902, and May 30, 1908, as amended by
the act of February 19, 1913, or under the act of March 4, 1917,
or the act of March 3, 1927, shall be entitled to receive a pen-
slon not exceeding $55 per month and not less than $20 per
month, proportioned to the degree of inability to earn a support
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as determined by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, and in

Provided, That any such person who has reach
years shall be entitled to receive a pension of
case such person has reached the age of 68 years, $35
in case such person has reached the age of 72 years,
and in case such person has reached the

month: Provided further, That any such peraon who is now
hereafter may become, on account of age or p. or
disabilities, helpless or blind, or so nearly helpl or blind
need or require the regular aid and attendance of another person,
shall be paid the rate of 72 a monih: And jurther,
That no one while an inmate of the United States Soldiers’
Home or of any National or State soldiers’ home shall be paid
more than §50 per month under this act.

“Sec. 2. That the increased rates of pension herein provided
ghall be effective from and after the first day of the month fol-
lowing the enactment of this act as to those then in receipt
of Indian war service pension, and as to those with claims then
pending who are shown to be entitled to pension under one of
the acts enumerated herein, and as to all other cases where
entitlement under this act is shown, such pension shall com-
mence from the date of filing application therefor in the Veter-
ans' Administration on and after the enactment of this act, and
in such form as may be prescribed by the Administrator of Vet-
erans’ Affairs: Provided, That pension of $72 per month granted
under this act on the basis of requiring the regular aid and
attendance of another person shall commence from the date of
receipt in the Veterans' Administration of the evidence show-
ing the requisite condition or the date of filing application there-
for on and after the enactment of this act, whichever is the
later date, but such pension of $72 per month shall not be
awarded to any person for any period during which he is main-
tained in an institution by the United States Government or a
political subdivision thereof and is being furnished with nursing
or attendant service: Provided jfurther, That in no event shall
the rates of pension provided in this act be effective prior to the
first day of the month following the enactment thereof.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

OIL WORLD EXPOSITION, HOUSTON, TEX.

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolution
385, authorizing the President to invite the States of the
Union and foreign countries to participate in the Oil World
Exposition at Houston, Tex., to be held October 11 fo 16,
1937, inclusive.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the joint resolution?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr, Speaker, reserving
the right to object, I notice there are two resolutions pro=-
viding for oil expositions. Will not some Member on the
majority side explain this resolution?

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. I shall be pleased to explain it.
In the first place, this bill will not cost the Government 5
cents expense. The expense will be borne by the city of
Houston and the State authorities.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. There will be no expense
to the Federal Government?

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. None whatever.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And there is no inten-
tion on the part of the sponsors to come back at any future
time to try to secure a Federal contribution?

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Absolutely none.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr, Speaker, under the
circumstances I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the resolution,
as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States is author-
ized to invite by proclamation, or in such other manner as he
may deem proper, the Btates of the Union and all foreign coun-
tries to participate in the proposed Oil World Exposition, to be
held at Houston, Tex, from October 11 to 16, 1937, inclusive, for
the purpose of exhibiting samples of fabricated and raw prod-
ucts of all countries produced by the petroleum industry; and
the exhibiting of the tools and equipment used by the industry;
and bringing together buyers and sellers for promotion of trade

and commerce in such products.

Bec. 2. All articles that shall be imported from forelgn coun=-
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at the Oil World Exposi-
tion upon which there shall be & tariff or customs duty shall be
admitted free of the payment of duty, customs, fees, or charges,
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall

&
g
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prescribe; but it shall be lawful at any time during the exhibi-
tion to sell any goods or property imported for and actually on
exhibition, subject to such regulations for the security of the
revenue and for the collection of import duties as the Secretary
of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That all such articles
when sold or withdrawn for consumption or use in the United
Btates shall be subject to the duty, if any, imposed upon such
articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of withdrawal;
and on such articles which shall have suffered diminution or
deterioration from incidental handling and necessary exposure,
the duty, if paid, shall be assessed according to the appraised
value at the time of withdrawal for consumption or use, and the
penalties prescribed by law shall be enforced against any person
guilty of any illegal sale, use, or withdrawal.

Sec. 3. That the Government of the United States is not by
this resolution obligated to any expense in connection with the
holding of such exposition.

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out section 2 and insert the following:

“Sgc. 2. That all articles which shall be imported from foreign
countries for the purpose of exhibition at the Oil World Exposi-
tion to be held at Houston, Tex., from October 11 to 16, 1937,
inclusive, by the Oil World Exposition, or for use in constructing,
installing, or maintaining foreign buildings or exhibits at the said
exposition, upon which articles there shall be a tariff or customs
duty, shall be admitted without payment of such tariff, customs
duty, fees, or charges under such regulations as the Secretary of
the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at any time
during or within 3 months after the close of the said exposition to
sell within the area of the expcsition any articles provided for
herein, subject to such regulations for the security of the revenue
and for the collection of import duties as the Becretary of the
Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, That all such articles, when
withdrawn for consumption or use in the United States, shall be
subject to the duties, if any, imposed upon such articles by the
revenue laws in force at the date of their withdrawal, and on such
articles which shall have suffered diminution or deterioration from
incidental handling or exposure, the duties, if payable, shall be
assessed according to the appraised value at the time of with-
drawal from entry hereunder for consumption or entry under the
general tariff law: Provided further, That imported articles pro-
vided for herein shall not be subject to any marking requirements
of the general tarifl laws, except when such articles are withdrawn
for consumption or use in the United States, in which case they
shall not be released from customs custody until properly marked,
but no additional duty shall be assessed because such articles were
not sufficiently marked when imported into the United States:
Provided further, That at any time during or within 3 months after
the close of the exposition any article entered hereunder may be
abandoned to the Government or destroyed under customs super-
vision, whereupon any duties on such article shall be remitted:
Provided further, That articles which have been admitted with-
out payment of duty for exhibition under any tariff law and which
have remained in continuous customs custody or under a customs
exhibition bond and imported articles in bonded warehouse under
the general tariff law may be accorded the privilege of transfer to
and entry for exhibition at the said exposition under such regula-
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: And pro-
vided further, That the Oil World Exposition shall be deemed, for
customs purposes only, to be the sole consignee of all merchandise
imported under the provisions of this act, and that the actual and
necessary customs charges for labor, services, and other expenses
in connection with the entry, examination, appraisement, release,
or custody, together with the necessary charges for salaries of
customs officers and employees in connection with the supervision,
custody of, and accounting for articles imported under the pro-
visions of this act, shall be reimbursed by the Oil World Exposition
to the Government of the United States under regulations to be
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that receipts from
such reimbursements shall be deposited as refunds to the appro-
priation from which paid in the manner provided for in section
524 of the Tariff Act of 1930.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed, and a mo-
tion to reconsider was laid on the table.

INTERNATIONAL PETROLEUM EXPOSITION, TULSA, OKLA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7127, authorizing the
President to invite the States of the Union and foreign coun-
fries to participate in the International Petroleum Exposi-
tion at Tulsa, Okla., to be held May 14 to May 21, 1938.

The SPEAKRER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, I would like to ask the same questions
concerning this exposition.

Mr, DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, the same replies fit this situa-
tion as those given by the gentleman from Texas to the last
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situation. No money is being asked of the Federal Govern-
ment. The only thing sought from the Federal Government
by this bill is the usual provision regarding the handling of
property brought in, so far as the draw-back of customs
duties is concerned. If the property is sold here, they pay
duty, of course.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The sponsors of this
project will not come back later to ask for any money from
the Federal Government?

Mr. DISNEY. Oh, no.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is
authorized to invite by proclamation, or in such other manner as
he may deem proper, the States of the Union and all foreign
countries to participate in the proposed International Petroleum
Exposition, to be held at Tulsa, Okla., from May 14, 1938, to May
21, 1938, inclusive, for the purpose of exhibiting snmples of fabri-
cated and raw products of all countries used in the petroleum in-
dustry and bringing together buyers and sellers for promotion of
trade and commerce in such products.

Sec. 2. All articles that shall be imported from foreign coun-
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at the International Petro-
leum Exposition upon which there shall be a tariff or customs
cuty shall be admitted free of the payment of duty, customs, fees,
or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at any time during the
exhibition to sell any goods or property imported for and actually
on exhibition, subject to such regulations for the security of the
revenue and for the collection of import duties as the Secretary
of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That all such articles,
when withdrawn for consumption or use in the United States,
shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed upon such articles
by the revenue laws in force at the date of their withdrawal; and
on such articles, which shall have suffered diminution or deteriora-
tion from incidental handling or exposure, the duties, if paya.ble.
shall be assessed according to the appraised value at the time of
withdrawal from entry hereunder for consumption or entry under
the general tariff law: Provided further, That imported articles pro-
vided for herein shall not be subject to any marking requirements
of the general tariff laws, except when such articles are with-
drawn for consumption or use in the United States, in which case
they shall not be released from customs custody until properly
marked, but no additional duty shall be assessed because such
articles were not sufficiently marked when imported into the
United States: Provided jfurther, That at any time during or
within 3 months after the close of the exposition, any article
entered hereunder may be abandoned to the Government or de-
stroyed under customs supervision, whereupon any duties on such
article shall be remitted: Provided jurther, That articles which
have been admitted without payment of duty for exhibition under
any tariff law, and which have remained in continuous customs
custody or under a customs exhibition bond, and imported articles
in bonded warehouses under the general tariff law may be ac-
corded the privilege of transfer to and entry for exhibition at the
sald exposition under such regulations as the Secretary of the

shall prescribe: And provided further, That the Interna-
tional Petroleum Exposition shall be deemed, for customs pur-
poses only, to be the sole consignee of all merchandise imported
under the provisions of this act, and that the actual and necessary
customs charges for labor, services, and other expenses in connec-
tion with the entry, examination, appraisement, release, or custody,
together with the necessary charges for salaries of customs officers
and employees in connection with the supervision, custedy of, and
accounting for, articles imported under the provisions of this act,
shall be reimbursed by the International Petroleum Exposition to
the Government of the United States under regulations to be
rescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that receipts
lIJl-om such reimbursements shall be deposited as refunds to the
appropriation from which paid, in the manner provided for in
section 524, Tariff Act of 1930.

Sec. 3. That the Government of the United States is not by this
act obligated to any expense in connection with the holding of
such exposition and is not hereafter to be obligated other than
for suitable representation thereat.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time, was read a third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION AT MILITARY POSTS

The Clerk called the next bill, H, R. 7645, to authorize
appropriations for construction and rehabilitation at mili-
tary posts, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con=-
sideration of the bill?
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follows:
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There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated not to exceed $21,460,688, to be expended for the con-
struction, rehabilitation, and installation at military

posts
such buildings and utilities and appurtenances thereto as may be
necessary, as follows:

of

Btation Description of construction Amount
Army and Navy General = $34, 000
Hospital, Hot Springs, m 1,000
Total 35,000
Technical | Barracks 935, 000
Air =
M?ﬂ‘. Colo. Hmmm headquarters and administration 200, 000
ng.
Sehool building 540,000
Runways. . _ 800, 000
Grading and improving landing field......_ 300, 000
Total 2, 275, 000
Fort-Barrancas, Fls. (n issioned officers, 10) ___. 85, 000
‘elephone constroction.. —— o] 2,000
Fort mm; Ga....__| Water system, im ts to ping 12;: %
s or , improvemen: pum
and filtration plants; reservoir storage.
ey
Fort Bliss, Tex Barracks. 275, 000
Quarters (warrant officers and noncommis- 170, 000
sioned officers, 20).
Rnl;’igd )stat‘km incloding towers (Biggs 17, 000
Telephone constroetion ___________ | 1,000
Total. 463, 000
——a—————
t Brage, N. C Barracks. 500
o Telephone constraction. {1§: 000
Total 413, 500
Carlisle Barracks, Pa—.__| Quarters_ = 228
%Llaphum eonstroetion | 3,000
Sterllizing plant, etc. ’;& %00
Barracks (125 men) 137, 500
Total 761, 500
1 el ineluding mess facilities 1,035, 000
Chanute Field, Il......| Barracks, including mess facilities..._. AL
gusrtm. noncommissioned officers. .o % ggg
Central heating plant, beginning_________| 500,000
Poapiar £ 540, 000
Total 2, 880, 000
Fort Crook, Nebr._____ —| Barracks (8dditon £0) oo 55, 000
B 137, 500
Telephone construetion_ .. ________________ 500
Total - 193, 000
Fort Douglas, Utah___.._| Medieal detachment barracks_.._.... ... 42 000
Fort Du Pont, Dal 412, 500
Telephone construction I?:
Total 413, 500
Fort Ethan Allen, Vi.__.| Quarters (30 noncommissioned officers)...... 255, 000
‘elephone 2, 500
Total 257, 500
Fitzsimons General Hos- | Hospital.. 1, 750, 000
pital, Colo. Telephone construction. - e oo 20,
Total 1, 770, 000
—_——
Frankford Arsenal, Phila-{ Office building 225, 000
delphia, Pa. xxt;ugsimhuﬂdtngm. 127, acoustic labora- 23, 000
Extension of annealing room building no. 215 7,000
Total 255, 000
_
Fort Sam Houston, Tex._| Hospital (addition)_ ... 235, 000
Basement in transmitter bullding________| 4,000
Barracks 550, 000
Telephone construction .. 4,000
Total 798, 000
——————i
Fort Humphreys, D. O__] ction plant. 74, 880
m construction. 3, 500

Total.

E

Btation

Description of construction

Jefferson Barracks, Mo.__

Barracks (medical and other detachment)...
Mess and kitchen addition to barracks. .....

Nurses quarters.

Total
Fort Enox, Ky ... Hospital .
Fort Leavenworth, Kans_ Audltoa-imn and produoction plant_ ...
Madison Barracks, N. Y.| Barracks 137, 500
guune.rs, noncommissioned officers. ... 136, 000
alepl'one construction . oo 1, 000
‘Water supply- 85,000
Total 350, 500
—
Fort McArthur, Calif____| Barracks and untilities 137, 500
nlepm construction 1,000
Total. - 138, 500
Fort McPherson, Ga.....| Radio station 2, 000
Dental clinie 85, 000
Total. 108, 000
Fort Monmouth, N. J.__.| Barracks 137, 500
Bignal Corps laboratory .. eeeeeoo. 220, 000
Telephone construction. . ... 20, 000
Total 377, 500
Fort Monroe, V8..-......| Barracks, quartermaster detachment._......| 110, 000
Barracks (sddl:lon to) e ey R 225, 000
Enlisted specialists’ school ______..... A0 69, 500
Telephone construction 12, 000
Total 416, 500
Fort Myer, Va.........| Hospital addition 0,000
B:rpuks building Do, 104 < e oo mee e 55, 000
Barracks (addition t.o).._..._..__.._._..._..- 220, 000
Telephone constructien 500
Total 284, 500
Presidio of San Francisco, | Barracks 137, 500 .
Calif, Quarters (noncommissioned officers), tele- 38,5870
paons constructisn and utilities.
Total 176, 370
Fort Riley, Kans.........| Academie building 400, 000
Telephone construction. . .« oo comemeeeee 5, 000
4, ) B et M S 405, 000
Fort D. A. Russell, Tex__| Motor shop, truck, and gun shed_ ... 77,818
Fort 8ill, Okla...........| Barracks. 330,000 .
Telephone eonstruction.. - - oo 1,000
Total. 331,000
Fort Thomas, Ky Barracks, 412, 500
Telephone construction. - ccoecmaceenem-. — 2, 500
Fort {E;,“ﬁnm Md___| Quarters (officers’ double) %0
i oable) S Cieate s
Fort Wayne, Mich...___. | Quarters (Bnmmnmlmimdomm)_-__._. 68, 000
Total for the Unit- 15, 000, 588
ed States.
HAWAI
Bchofield Barracks__.___.| Barracks, Eleventh Field Artillery..__..._._| 1,258 200
Barracks, defachments. . oo ooeeeeeeeea e 408, 300
Telephone construction 11, 000
Barracks, detachments. . oo eeeaaee = 283, 800
Total 2, 049, 300
e
Fort Shafter Barracks 825, 000
Telephone construction.. - —— oo | 2,500
Total 5 5 ﬁl‘f 500
Department headquar- aarters 6, 500
ters, Fort Shafter.
Tripler General Hospital | Barracks, medical detact t 1786, 000
Telephone construction 3, 000
Total 179, 000
Total, Hawail 3,302,300
= —]
PANAMA
Fort Clayton Barracks 825,
Teleplk 3, 000
Barracks 687, 500
Telephone construction. . i 2,000
Total 1, 517, 500
—-
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Btation Description of construction Amount
PANAMA—Continued

Corozal general depot..._| Barracks $454, 300
Telephone construction 5,000
Total_ .. 459, 300
e e = ]
Fort Davis Barracks 550, 000
Telephone construction 3, 000
Total._. 553, 000
Fort de Lesseps Barracks 120, 000
Fort Kobbe weudo 55, 000
‘Warehotse and ShopPS. - oo e 20, 000
Bpecial project.. 7,000
Water tank 8, 000
TRREE b, o Al = DTS T L el 90, 000
Panama Canal Zone..... Rehabilitation. . 328, 000
Total, P 3, 067, 800
|
Grand total. 21, 460, 638

Sec. 2. The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to establish
in or near Denver, Colo., an extension to the Air Corps Technical
School and to accept on behalf of the United States, free from
encumbrance or conditions and without cost to the United States,
for use as a site for the extension to such school, the title in fee
simple to 960 acres of land, more or less, within and without the
city limits of the city of Denver, Colo. including the property
known as the “Agnes (Phipps) Memorial Sanitarium”, together
with existing buildings and equipment located thereon; and, also,
a tract of land, within the State of Colorado, suitable for use as
an aerial gunnery and bombing range by the Army Air Corps:
Provided, That in the event a donor is unable to perfect title to
any land tendered as a donation, condemnation of such land is
authorized in the name of the United States, and payment of any
and all awards for title to such land as is condemned, together
with the cost of suit, shall be made by the donor.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
tima, was read the third fime, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

SPECIAL MEXICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolu-
tion 437, to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a
commission for the settlement of the special claims compre-
hended within the terms of the convention between the
United States of America and the United Mexican States
concluded April 24, 1934”, approved April 10, 1935, and to
redefine the jurisdiction of the Special Mexican Claims
Commission in certain particulars.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the joint reso-
lution, as follows:

Whereas the act entitled “An act to establish a commission for
the settlement of the special claims comprehended within the terms
of the convention between the United States of America and the
United Mexican States concluded April 24, 1934", approved April 10,
1935 (49 Stat. 149), provides for the establishment of the Special
Mexican Claims Commission and confers upon that Commission
jurisdiction to hear and determine all claims against the Republic
of Mexico, notices of which were filed with the Special Claims
Commission, United States and Mexico, established by a convention
of September 10, 1923, in which the sald Commission failed to award
compensation, except such claims as may be found by the com-
mittee provided for in the Special Claims Convention of April 24,
1934, to be general claims and recognized as such by the General
Claims Commission; and

Whereas the said Special Claims Convention of April 24, 1934,
provides that the jurisdiction in and validity of the claims found
by the said committee to be general claims shall be determined
in each case when examined and adjudicated by the commissioners
or umpire in accordance with the provisions of the General Claims
Convention of September 8, 1923, and the protocol of April 24,
1934, or the Special Claims Convention of September 10, 1923, and
the protocol of June 18, 1932, in the event it shall be found by the
commissioners or umpire to have been improperly eliminated from
the special claims settlement; and

Whereas certain claims filed with the sald Speclal Clalms Com-
mission, United States and Mexico, established by the said conven-
tion of September 10, 1923, were found by the said committee to be
general claims, but have not yet been the subject of any determina-
tion by the sald General Claims Commission; and

Whereas the said Special Mexican Claims Commission, established
In pursuance of the said act approved April 10, 1935, expires by the
terms of the said act on August 31, 1937; and

Whereas, by the terms of the protocol of April 24, 1934, between
the United States of America and the United Mexican States, the
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sald General Claims Commission expires on October 24, 1937, and
the two Governments have undertaken, upon the basis of the joint
report of the members of the said Commission, to conclude a con-
vention for the final disposition of the claims pending before the
said Commission, the said conventlon to take either the form of an
agreement for an en-bloc settlement of the said claims or the
form of an agreement for the disposition of the claims upon their
individual merits by reference to an umpire; and

Whereas the committee provided for in the Special Claims Con-
vention of April 24, 1934, found that the amount to be paid by
the Government of Mexico in settlement of the special claims
comprehended in that convention was $5,448,020.14, it being un-
derstood that the sum thus determined was susceptible of in-
crease after express decision of the General Claims Commission
in case the said Commission might decide to be within the
jurisdiction of the Special Commission any one or more of the
claims which the said committee found to be general claims; and

Whereas the said Special Mexican Claims Commission, in the
event that the total amount of the awards made by it upon all
claims is greater than the amount which the Government of
Mexico has agreed to pay to the Government of the United States
in satisfaction of the claims, is required by the said act approved
April 10, 1935, to reduce the awards on a percentage basis to such
amount; and

Whereas in the circumstances set forth, it is not now possible
to ascertain which, if any, of the claims found by the said com-
mittee to be general claims will be found by the said General
Claims Commission to be special claims, nor what will be the
amount of the total en-bloc settlement provided for in the said
Special Claims Convention of April 24, 1934; and

Whereas payments on awards of the sald Special Mexican
Claims Commission from funds paid to the Government of the
United States by the Government of Mexico under the Special
Claims Convention of April 24, 1934, should not, in justice to the
beneficiaries, be deferred until the question of the jurisdiction
of the claims now pending before the General Claims Commis-
sion, by virtue of the classification of such claims as general
claims by the joint committee, shall have been finally deter-
mined in the manner provided for in the said convention of
gén;l: 24, 1934, or in the said protocol of the same date: Therefore

Resolved, efc., That the jurisdiction of the Special Mexican
Claims Commission established in pursuance of the act approved
Aprii 10, 1855 (49 Stat 140}, shall not bs deemed to include
any of the claims found by the committee provided for in the
Special Claims Convention of April 24, 1934, to be general claims,

Bec. 2. That for the purposes of the reduction of awards on a
percentage basis as provided for in section 4 of the act approved
April 10, 1835 (49 Stat. 149), the amount which the Government
of Mexico has agreed to pay to the Government of the United
States in satisfaction of the claims shall, subject to the provision
in section 3 hereof, be deemed to be the sum of $5448,020.14, set
forth in the report of the said committee provided for in the
sald convention of April 24, 1934,

Sec. 3. That in the event of the reclassification as special claims
of any of the claims found by the said committee to be general
claims, the claims so reclassified shall be passed upon by a com-
mission to be established in conformity with the sald act of April
10, 1935, and the total amount payable by the Government of
Mexico to the Government of the United States on account of the
claims so reclassified, together with interest on all deferred pay-
ments under the BSpecial Claims Convention of April 24, 1934,
shall be added to the sum of $5448,020.14 set forth in the report
of the sald committee. The total amount awarded by the com-
mission so established upon the claims so reclassified shall be
added to the total amount of the original awards made by the
Special Mexican Claims Commission, and any necessary readjust-
ment of the awards of the Special Mexican Claims Commission
and those that may be made by the commission to be established
pursuant to this section shall be made by the Becretary of the
Treasury on the basis prescribed by section 4 of the act approved
A% Unon the certificats to etary Treasury

EC. 4. e ce on the Becr of the

of the awar?i(sm of the Special Mexican Clalms Commission, he shall
proceed to make payments as provided for in section 9 of the act
approved April 10, 1935; and upon the certification to the Secretary
of the Treasury of awards upon any claims reclassified as special
claims he shall after making the readjustments provided for in
section 3 of this resolution, accord priority of payment on such
awards until the beneficiaries thereof shall have been placed upon
an equal percentage basis as to payments with the beneficiaries
of awards of the Special Mexican Claims Commission.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

The title of the bill was amended to read: “Joint resolution
relative to defermination and payment of certain claims
against the Government of Mexico.”

CANADIAN PASSENGER VESSELS ON LAKE ONTARIO AND ST. LAWRENCE
RIVER

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolu-

tion 413, to permit the tramsportation of passengers by

Canadian passenger vessels between ports or places in the

United States on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River,
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

Resolved, etc., That, until such time as passenger service shall be
established vessels of the United States between ports or places
in the United States on Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River,
Canadian passenger vessels shall be permitied to transport passen-
gers between any such ports or places; such Canadian vessels not
to be subject to the provisions of section 8 of the act of June 19,
1886, as amended by section 2 of the act of February 17, 1898
(46 U. 8. C., sec. 289 {

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof
the following:

“That for the months of July, August, and BSeptember 1937
Canadian passenger vessels operating in former years between the
port of Rochester, N. Y., and the port of Alexandria Bay, N. Y., shall
bepermltbedt-otra.nsport gersbetweenthesepm'ts.sunh
Canadian vessels are not to be subject to the provisions of section
8 of the act of June 19, 1886, as amended by section 2 of the act
of February 17, 1898 (46 U. 8. C., sec. 289)."

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

IMPROVEMENT OF THE EFFICIENCY OF THE LIGHTHOUSE SERVICE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7402, to provide more
effectively for the marking of wrecked and sunken craft for
the protection of navigation, to improve the efficiency of the
Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4676 of the Revised Btatutes, as
amended, is hereby amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 4676. Whenever the owner of any sunken vessel, boat, water-
craft, raft, or other similar obstruction existing on any river, lake,
harbor, sound, bay, or canal, or other navigable waters of the United
Btates has failed to mark, or in the judgment of the Commissioner
of Lighthouses has failed suitably to mark, the same in accordance
with the ons of section 15 of the act of March 3, 1899 (ch. 425,
30 SBtat. 1152), the Commissioner of Lighthouses is authorized to
suitably mark the same for the protection of navigation. Until such
time as abandonment of any such obstruction has been established
in accordance with the provisions of section 19 of the act of March 3,
1899 (ch, 425, 30 Stat. 1154), the owner thereof the
Commissioner of Lighthouses the
abandonment of any such
shall be the duty of the Becretary of War to keep the same so
marked pending removal thereof in accordance with the provisions
otsectlonlsdthea.ctoruamhs.lm(t:h.ﬂS.&DSt}ut 1154), bu
the Commissioner of Lighthouses may at the Depart-
ment of War continue the suitable marking of any mchobst.ruction
for and on behealf of that Department. The cost of continuing any
such marking shall be borne by the Department of War. All moneys
received by the Commissioner of Lighthouses from the owners of

receipts. No provision of this section shall be construed so as to
relieve the owner of any such obstruction from the duty and
responsibility suitably to mark the same in accordance with the
?m;s’lpnsu«muonlﬁmthawtofuarcha,mﬂe (ch. 425, 30 Stat.

Sec. 2. The Lighthouse Service is authorized, whenever an aid
to navigation or other property belonging to that Service is dam-
aged or destroyed by a private person, and such private person or
his agent shall pay to the satisfaction of the proper official of the
Lighthouse Service for the cost of repair or replacement of such
property, to accept and deposit such payments, through proper
officers of the Division of Disbursement, Treasury Department, in
special deposit accounts in the Tres.sury for pa.yment therefrom
to the person or persons repairing or replacing the damaged prop-
erty and refundment of amounts collected in excess of the cost
of the :repws or replacements concerned.

Sec. The Commissioner of Lighthouses, subject to the
proval of the Secretary of Commerce, is authorized in his discre-
tion hereafter to establish and maintain aids to navigation to
mark rivers, waterways, or channels, connected by navigable waters
with the sea or the Great Lakes, which have been improved for
navigation by the United States under proper authority, and ap-
progria.ti:unsb?;a}ie I?; the suppo:rt of the Lighthouse Service are
made available for the expenses of establishing and maintaining
such ailds to navigation.

Sec. 4. Section 4 of the act of Congress approved June 17, 1910
(ch. 301, 36 Stat. 537; U. S. C,, title 33, secs. 711, 721), is hereby
amended to read as follows:

“Sec. 4. There shall be in the Department of Commerce a Bu~
rean of Lighthouses and a Commissioner of Lighthouses, who shall
be the head of sald Bureau, to be appointed by the President.
There shall also be in the Bureau a Deputy Commissioner, to be
appointed by the President, and a Chief Clerk, who shall perform
the duties of Chief Clerk and such other duties as may be as-

.
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signed to him by the Secretary of Commerce or by the Commis-
sioner. There shall also be in the Bureau such inspectors, clerical
assistants, and other employees as may from time to time be au-

v The
make an annual report to the Secretary of Commerce, who shall
transmit the same to Congress at the beginning of each regular
session thereof. The Commissioner of Lighthouses, subject to the
approval of the of Commerce, is authorized to consider,
amm.sdjust,anﬁdetermmeanchnmatordamages where the
amount of the claim does not exceed the sum of $500, occasioned
by collisions, for which collisions vessels of the Lighthouse Service
shall be found to be responsible, and report the amounts so ascer-
tnlnedsnddetermmedtubeduetotheclﬁmantatocongreaast
each session thereof through the Treasury Department for pay-
ment as legal claims out of appropriations that may be made by
Congress therefor.”

Bec. 5. That so much of section 20 of the act approved May 28,
1935 (Public, No. 81, 74th Cong.), entitled “An act to authorize the
Secretary of Commerce to dispose of certain lighthouse reserva-
tions, and for other ", as reads “to convey to the town of
Bouthold, State of New York" is hereby amended to read “to con-
vey to the Southold Park District in the town of Southold, State
of New York.”

Sec. 6. The Secretary of Commerce is authorized to convey to
the State of Florida for public-roadway purposes an additional
portion of the Crooked River Range Lighthouse Reservation, Fla.,
34 feet in width and approximately 500 feet in length adjoining
the strip of land conveyed pursuant to section 4 of the act ap-
proved May 28, 1935 (Public, No. 81, 74th Cong.), to provide for a
roadway 100 feet in width across the reservation. The deed of
conveyance shall describe by metes and bounds the portion of the
reservation transferred and the conditions imposed by section 38
of the act of May 28, 1935 (Public, No. 81, T4th Cong.).

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

EXCEPTION OF YACHTS, TUGS, TOWBOATS, AND UNRIGGED VESSELS

FROM CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF THE ACT OF JUNE 25, 1936

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7158, to except yachts,
tugs, towboats, and unrigged vessels from certain provisions
of the act of June 25, 1936, as amended.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OF LAWS RELATING TO ENLISTMENTS IN THE COAST
GUARD

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6916, to amend the
laws relating to enlistments in the Coast Guard, and for
other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 1 of the act of May 26, 1906, as
amended (34 Stat. 200; U. 8. C., 1934 ed., title 14, sec. 85), is
hereby further amended to read as follows:

“(a) That all persons composing the enlisted force of the Coast
Guard shall be enlisted for a term not to exceed 3 years, in the

discretion of the Becretary of the Treasury, who shall prepare
such enlistments and for the general gov=

. Guard shall not be regm’ded as complete until the enlisted man

concerned shall have served any time, in excess of 1 day, lost on
account of unauthorized absence from duty, or injury, sickness,
or disease, resulting from his own intemperate use of drugs or
alcoholic liguors, or other misconduct, or while in confinement
under sentence, or while awaiting trial and disposition of his case
if the trial results in conviction.

“(b) The term of enlistment of any enlisted man in the Coast
Guard may, by his voluntary written agreement, undar such regu-
lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, be
extended for a period of 1, 2, or 38 full years from the date of
expiration of the then-existing term of anllstmt- and subse-
guent to said date an enlisted man who extends his term of enlist-
ment as herein authorized shall be entitled to and shall receive
the same pay and allowances in all respects as though regularly

and reenlisted Immediately upon expiration of his
term of enlistment. No such extension shall operate to deprive
the enlisted man concerned, upon discharge at the termination
thereof, of any right privﬂege or benefit to which he would have
been entitled if his term of enlistment had not been so extended.

“(e) The commanding officer of any vessel of the Coast Guard
is authorized, in his discretion, to detain an enlisted man beyond
the term of his enlistment until the first arrival of the vessel at
its permanent station, or at a port in a State of the United States
or in the District of Columbia, unless, in his opinion, the deten=

mwh.lchuaehnmaydetunhlm! a Turther
not exceeding 30 days, after arrival t such station or pou't. Any
person so detained shall be subject in all respects to the laws and
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mgulatlumfwthngovmtotthomom until his
discharge therefrom.”

Sec., 2. The act entitled “An act extending the benefits of
the marine hosplta:l.u to the keepers and crews of life-saving
stations™, approved A 4, 1894, as amended (28 Stat. 220;
U. 8. O, "1034 ed., title 24, sec. 8), 1s hereby further amended to
read as follows:

“(a) Under such regulations as may be prescribed by the
President, upon the recommendation of the Surgeon General with
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, all commissioned
officers, chief warrant officers, warrant officers, cadets, and enlisted
men of the Coast Guard, including those on shore duty and those
on detached duty, whether on active duty or retired, shall be
entitled to medical, surgical, and dental treatment and hospitali-
zation by the Public Health Service; and the dependent members
of familles of officers and enlisted men of the Coast Guard shall
be furnished medical advice and out-patient treatment by the
Public Health Service at its first-, second-, and third-class relief
stations, and such dependent members of families shall be fur-
nished hospitalization at marine hospitals, if suitable accommoda-~
tions are available, at a per-diem cost to the officer or enlisted
man concerned equivalent to the uniform per-diem reimburse-
ment rate for Government hospitals as approved by the President
for each fiscal year. Collections of the Public Health Service for
the hospitalization of such dependent members of families shall
be credited to the applicable appropriation for the operation of
marine hospitals and rellef stations.

“(b) The act entitled ‘An act to extend medical and hospital
relief to retired officers and retired enlisted men of the United
States Coast Guard’, approved May 18, 1928 (45 Stat. 603; U. 8. C,
1934 ed., title 14, sec. 179), is hereby repealed.”

Sec. 3. Subdivision “Seventh” of section 4 of the act entitled
“An act to establish a Bureau of I tion and Naturalization,
and to provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens
throughout the United States”, June 29, 1906, as amended
(34 Stat. 598; U. 8. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 388), is hereby further
amended by inserting in line 4 thereof, after the words “Naval
Auxiliary Service”, the words “or the Coast Guard.”

Sec. 4. Section 12 of the act entitled “An act to provide more
effectively for the national defense by increasing the efiiciency of
the Air Corps of the Army of the United States, and for other

", approved July 2, 1926 (44 Stat. 789; U. 8. C., 1934 ed.,
title 10, sec. 1429), is hereby amended by inserting in line 8
thereof, after the words “United States Navy”, the words “or with
the United States Coast Guard.”

Bec. 5. Section 2 of the act of June 23, 1908, as amended (34
Btat. 452; U. 8. C, 1934 ed., title 14, sec. 15), 1s hereby further
amended by inserting the following sentence at the end thereof:
“A cadet, upon admission to the Coast Guard Academy, shall be
credited with the sum of $2560 to cover the cost of his initial
clothing and equipment issued, to be deducted subsequently from
his pay in a.ccorda.nae with regula.tions prescribed by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury.”

Sec. 6. Bection 2 of the Legislative, Executive, and Judicial
Appropriation Act, approved July 31, 1894, as amended (28 Stat.
205; U. 8. C., 1934 ed., title 5, sec. 82) Ishereby!u:theramended
by lnaertl.ng in line 12 thereof following the word “Navy”, the
words “or the Coast Guard.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

EXCHANGE OF LIGHTHOUSE SITES, PUERTO RICO

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7823, to authorize
the Secretary of Commerce to exchange with the people of
Puerto Rico the Guanica Lighthouse Reservation for two
adjacent plots of insular forest land under the jurisdiction

of the commissioner, department of agriculture and com-

merce, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce is hereby
authorized to convey to the people of Puerto Rico the parcel of
land and certain improvements comprising the Guanica Light-
house Reservation in exchange by deeds of conveyance of two
adjacent plots of land required 101' establishing the Guanica
Light at a higher elevation to provide greater visibility, and to
provide for necessary roadway and wharf facilities. The deeds
of conveyance shall describe by metes and bounds the lands in-
volved in the exchange, and acceptable titles free of all en-
cumbrances are required to be furnished the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

ADMISSION TO CITIZENSHIP OF CERTAIN ALIENS

Mr. ERAMER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to return to the consideration of bill H. R. 6785, for the
admission to citizenship of aliens who came into this coun-
try prior to February 5, 1917, No. 286 on the Consent Cal-
endar.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The SPEAEER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

Mr. JENEINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I shall object unless the gentleman agrees to an
amendment to which we agreed a while ago.

Mr. ERAMER. I agree to the amendment the gentleman
proposes to offer.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That a new subdivision is hereby added to
section 4 of the Naturalization Act of June 29, 1806 (34 Stat, 596),
as amended, to read as follows:

“Fifteenth. Any alien eligible for citizenship who is 50 years of
age or more, who prior to the enactment of this act has made a
declaration of intention or filed a petition for naturalization, and
who was lawfully admitted to the United States for permanent
residence prior to February 5, 1917, may be naturalized upon full
and complete compliance with all requirements of the naturaliza-
tion laws, with the following exceptions: Petition for naturalization
may be filled without regard for the 7-year limitation on the
declaration of intention, and the applicant shall not be required to
sign his petition in his own handwriting or to speak the English
language and he shall be exempt from all educational require-
ments. Nothing herein shall be held to walve or in anywise relax
the requirement for good moral character.”

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. JENEmns of Ohio: Page 1, line 11,
after “1917", add the following: “and has ever since sald lawful
entry maintained a bona-fide residence in the United States.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO SETTLERS OF HOMESTEAD LANDS DURING
YEAR 1937

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
turn to the consideration of the bill H. R. 2888, granting a
leave of absence to homestead settlers during the year 1937,
No. 371 on the Consent Calendar.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, may I ask the gentleman if this differs in any way
from another bill which we considered earlier in the session
concerning these rights and, second, may I ask him, what is
the economic necessity for continuing from year to year
the prohibition against these people exercising their rights
under the homestead laws in order to acquire title?

Mr. MOTT. In answer to the first question, I may say
that the bill presently under consideration differs from the
former one in that it does not contain the Indian provision.
As to the second question, the economic reason, there are
a great many homesteaders throughout the United States
who during the past 2 or 3 years have found it impossible
to stay upon their land and to comply with the laws and
the regulations and at the same time make a living. This
bill simply permits them to go off of the land temporarily,
after they have made a showing that they are not able to
make a living by staying on the land and after that showing
has been supported by the affidavits of two disinterested
parties.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I would like to know what the bill purports to
accomplish?

Mr. MOTT. The bill provides that a homestead entryman
having taken up a homestead and who finds it impossible
on account of economic conditions during the present year
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to stay on his land and make a living, and who is required
to go off his land during that period in order to make a
living, may be permitted to go off the land during the pres-
ent year if he makes a sufficient showing and if that show-
ing is supported by the affidavits of two disinterested parties
who are familiar with the situation. The bill further pro-
vides an entryman receiving permission to go off his land
will not have that time included within the time under which
he is required to take up his homestead.

However, his time will be extended during the period he is
off the land. It is a very interesting bill and affects home-
steaders in all the Western States.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. MOTT. Certainly.

Mr. COSTELLO. I notice in the committee report a letter
from the Department of the Interior in which the suggestion
is made that two amendments be added to the bill. The one
on page 2 would insert, in line 20, the words “or purchaser
of”, so that the line would read “any entryman or purchaser
of ceded Indian lands”, which would include the purchaser
along with the entryman. However, I notice the committee
did not add that amendment.

Mr. MOTT. My recollection is that the committee had no
objection to the amendment. I have no objection.

Mr. COSTELLO. There is another amendment at quite
some length which the Department recommended in its
report, and this amendment is known as section 5.

Mr. MOTT. I have no objection to that amendment.

Mr. COSTELLO. Is the gentleman planning to offer sec-
tion 5 as an amendment to the bill?

Mr. MOTT. I was not planning fo, but I would have no
objection to such an amendment being offered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oregon for the present consideration of the
bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, ete., That any homestead settler or entryman who,
during the calendar year 1937 should find it necessary, because of
economic conditions, to leave his homestead to seek employment
in order to obtain the necessaries of life for himself or family or
to provide for the education of his children, may, upon filing with
the of the district his affidavit, supported by corroborating
affidavits of two disinterested persons, showing the necessity of
such absence, be excused from oompuance with the requiremnts
of the homestead laws as to residence, cultivation, improvement,
expenditures, or payment of purchase money, as the case may be,
during all or any part of the calendar year 1937, and said entries
shall not be open to contest or protest because of failure to com-
ply with such requirements during such sbsanee. except that the
time of such absence shall not be deducted from the actual resi-
dence required by law, but a period equal to such absence shall
be added to the statutory life of the entry: Provided, That any
entrymen holding an unperfected entry on ceded Indian lands
may be excused from the requirements of residence upon the
conditions provided herein, but shall not be entitled to extension
of time for the payment of any installment of the purchase price
of the land except upon payment of interest, in advance, at the
rate of 4 percent per annum on the principal of any unpaid pur-
chase price from the date when such payment or payments
due to and inclusive of the date of the expiration of the period
of relief granted hereunder.

Bec. 2. Any homestead settler or entryman, including any entry-
man on ceded Indian lands, who is unable to make the payments
due on the purchase price of his land on account of economic con-
ditions, shall be excused from any such payment during
the calendar year 1937 upon payment of interest, in advance, at
the rate of 4 percent per annum on the principal of any unpald
purchase price from the date when such payment or payments
became due to and inclusive of the date of the expiration of the
period of rellef granted hereunder.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CosTELLO: Page 2, line 20, after the
word “entryman”, strike out the word “on” and insert in Heu
thereof the followilng: “or purchaser of.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I offer a further amend-
ment, to add a new section to the bill at the end, to be known
as section 3.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CosTELLO: After line 3, on page 3,
insert a new section, as follows:
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“Sec. 8. Any homestead entryman or purchaser of ceded Indian
land who is delinquent in the payment of the purchase money or
interest, or both, due on the land embraced in his entry, entries,
purchase, or purchases, and who is unable to make payment
thereof in accordance with existing laws, shall be accorded the
privilege of relinquishing any subdivision, or subdivisions, as
shown on the approved plat, of his entry, entries, purchase, or
purchases, so that the purchase money paid on the whole of such
entry, entries, purchase, or purchases, will be sufficient to com-
plete payment on the lands retained, which retained lands shall
be in reasonably compact form. Relinquishments heretofore made
may be accepted under the provisions of this section.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

AMENDMENT OF THE LIQUOR ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1936

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, a moment ago I objected to
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7508) to amend the
Liquor Enforcement Act of 1936.

I now ask unanimous consent to return to that bill and
consider it. I realize the bill can be passed by suspension, so
I do not want to take up the time of the House, although I
feel my objection was sound.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan-
imous consent to return to the consideration of the bill H. R.
7508. 1Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 3 (a) of an act approved June
25, 1936, known as the Liquor Enforcement Act of 1936 (U. 8.
Stat. L., vol. 49, ch, 815, p. 1928), be, and the same is, amended to
read as follows:

“Sgc. 3. (a) Whosoever shall import, bring, or transport any
intoxicating liquor into any State, Territory, or possession of the
United States for delivery or use therein in violation of the laws
of said State, Territory, or possession of the United States, shall
be gullty of a misdemeanor and shall be fined not more than
$1,000 or imprisoned not more than 1 year, or both.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

SAN CARLOS APACHE INDIANS

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanij-
mous consent to return to the consideration of the bill (8.
1231) authorizing payment to the San Carlos Apache Indians
for the lands ceded by them in the agreement of February
25, 1896, ratified by the act of June 10, 1896, and reopening
such lands to mineral entry.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I believe I shall ask that this bill be passed over with-
out prejudice for the purpose of securing a report on it.
I think the bill should be considered on the next day the
Consent Calendar is called. I had a memorandum in refer-
ence to this bill which warranted me in taking the action I
did. I, therefore, object, Mr. Speaker.

CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN AUXILIARY VESSELS FOR THE NAVY

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 2193)
to authorize the construction of certain auxiliary vessels for
the Navy, with House amendments, insist on the amend-
ments of the House, and agree to the conference asked by
the Senate.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and appoints the following conferees: Mr. VINsON
of Georgia, Mr. Drewry of Virginia, and Mr, MILLARD.

CoONSENT CALENDAR
TRANSFER OF CANCELED CHECK TO THE GOVERNOR OF ALASKA

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
return to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5809) author-
izing the transfer of canceled check to the Governor of
Alaska. This bill was passed over without prejudice.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, at the time this bill was first called I asked unani-
mous consent that it be passed over without prejudice, with
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the thought that it might be better to have this check pre-
served in the Nation’s Capital as an object of interest to
the many visitors who come to the Capital from all over
the country. However, I have been informed by the Delegate
from Alaska [Mr. Dimonp] that the check is not on display
in the Capital but is simply stored in a vault, and that the
check might become an object of public interest if it were
transferred to Alaska and made available there for sight-
seers to observe. For this reason I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Florida to return to the consideration of the
bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Comptroller General of the United
Btates is authorized and directed to deliver to the Governor of
the Territory of Alaska for transfer into the custody and retention
by the Territorial Historical Library and Museum of said Territory
at Juneau, Alaska, the original check and warrant issued for the
purchase of Alaska from Russia by the United States, for the sum
of $7,200,000, pursuant to the Treaty of Cession of March 30, 1867

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

LEVEES, FLOOD WALLS, AND DRAINAGE STRUCTURES IN OHIO RIVER
BASIN

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the
rules and pass the bill (H. R. 7646) to amend an act entitled
“An act authorizing the construction of certain public works
on rivers and harbors for flood control and for other pur-
poses”, approved June 22, 1936, as amended.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act authorizing the
construction of certain public works on rivers and harbors for flood
control, and for other purposes”, approved June 22, 1936, is hereby
amended by adding a third paragraph reading as follows under
the heading “Ohlo River Basin” in section 5:

“Levees, floodwalls, and drainage structures: Construction of
levees, floodwalls, and dralnage structures for the protection of
cities and towns in the Ohio River Basin, the projects to be selected
by the Chief of Engineers with the approval of the Becretary of
War, in accordance with the report of the Chief of Engineers in
House Committee on Flood Control Document No. 1, Seventy-fifth
Congress, first sesslon, at a cost not to exceed $24,877,000 for con-
struction which is herehy authorized to be appropriated for this
purpose: Provided, That the protection for Pittsburgh, Pa., is
to be interpreted as applying to the metropolitan district of
Pittsburgh: Provided further, That the local cooperation required
by section 3 is complied with: Provided further, That any funds
appropriated for the fiscal year 1938 to carry out the provisions
of the Flood Control Act of June 22, 1936, may be used for plant,
material, supervisory, and skilled services necessary in the execu-
tion of the projects authorized herein, with relief labor furnished
u;;d%r 7the provisions of the Emergency Rellef Appropriation Act
of 1937.

Sec. 2. That the of War is hereby authorized to ap-
prove the expenditure of not to exceed $300,000 per year, from any
appropriations heretofore or hereafter made for flood control, in
removing accumulated snags and other debris and clearing of chan-
nels in navigable streams and tributaries thereof when in the
opinion of the Chief of Engineers such work is advisable in the
interest of flood control: Provided, That not more than $25,000
shall be expended for this purpose on any single stream in any one

year.

Sec. 8. That, In order to further the declaration of policy and
principles declared in sections 1 and 2 of the Flood Control Act
approved June 22, 1936, and to supplement the preliminary exami-
nations and surveys which the Becretary of War has heretofore
been authorized and directed to make of waterways with a view to
the control of their ﬂoods, the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to cause preliminary examina-
tions and surveys to be made for run-off and water-flow retardation
and soil-erosion prevention on the watersheds of said waterways,
the costs thereof to be paild from appropriations heretofore or
hereafter made for such purposes,

Sec. 4. That section 3 of the act entitled “An act authorizing the
construction of certain public works on rivers and harbors for flood
control, and for other purposes”, approved June 22, 1936, is hereby
amended by adding the following subsection (d):

“As a condition to the extending of any benefits, in prosecuting
measures for run-off and water-flow retardation and soil-erosion
prevention authorized by act of Congress pursuant to the policy
declared in this act, to any lands not owned or controlled by the
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United States or any of its agencles, the SBecretary of Agriculture
may, insofar as he may deem necessary for the purposes of such
acts, require—

“(1) The enactment and reasonable safeguards for the enforce-
ment of State and local laws imposing suitable permanent restric-
tions on the use of such lands and otherwise providing for run-off
and water-flow retardation and soil-erosion prevention;

“(2) Agreements or covenants as to the permanent use of such
lands; and

§é [3) Caontributions in money. services, ma.tarials, or otherwise to
any operations conferring such benefits.”

Sec. 5. That section 6 of the act entitled “An act authorizing the
construction of certain public works on rivers and harbors for flood
control, and for other purposes”, approved June 22, 18386, is hereby
amended by adding to the list of localities at which preliminary
examinations and surveys are authorized to be made the following
names:

“Santa Ana River and tributaries, California.
“South Fabius River in northeaat Missouri.

“Willow Creek, Oreg.

“Cherry Creek and its tributaries, Colorado.

“Zumbro River and the Whitewater River in southeastern Minne-
sota.

“Saline River, Ark.

“Alameda and San Lorenzo Creeks and their tributaries, Call-
fornia.

“Arkansas River in Sequoyah and Haskell Counties, Okla.

“Chariton River in Schuyler County, Mo.

“Ga.lexm River (Fever River) in Illinois and Wisconsin.

“San Jacinto River, and its tributaries, in Montgomery, Walker,
San Jacinto, Grimes, Waller, Liberty, and Harris Counties, Tex.

“Kissimmee River Valley and its tributaries, Florida.

‘“Pejaro River, Calif.

“Dugdemonia Bayou, La.

“Mississippt River and tributaries in vicinity of Memphis and
Ehe!by County, Tenn.

“ "The Narrows' on Fourche La Fave River in Scott County, Ark.
“Cumberland River and its tributaries in the vicinity of Nashville,

“Cumberland River and its tributaries in the vicinity of Clarks-
ville, Tenn.

“Floyd River, Iowa.

“Little Sioux River, Iowa.

“Tygart River and tributaries in the vicinity of Elkins, W. Va.

“North Branch of Potomac River and its tributaries in the vicinity
of Keyser, W. Va.

“Santa Ana River and Banning Canyon in counties of San
Bernardino and Riverside, Calif,

“Mojave River, in the county of San Bernardino, Calif.

“Lytle Creek, Waterman Canyon, in the county of San Bernardino,

ali!

“San Jacinto River and Bautiste Creek in the county of Riverside,
Csl

Boeuf River, Catahoula, ankl]n. Caldwell, Richland, West
Carroll, and Morehouse Parishes,

“Bayou Macon, Franklin, Madlson. Richland, East Carroll, and
West Carroll Parishes, La.

“Ouachita River and tributaries, Louislana.

“Russian River, Calif.

“Buckhannon River and Middle Fork River and their tributaries
in the vicinity of Buckhannon, W. Va.

“Bureau Creek and tributaries, Illinois.

“Kiskiminitas River, Pa.

“Tilinols River and the Fox River at Ottawa, IIL

“Santa Clara River, Calif.

"Cu::\ton River, Mich.

“Sans Bois Creek in Haskell and Latimer Counties, Okla,

“Salinas River, Calif.

“Walnut Bayou in Little River County, Ark.

“Cucamongo Creek, Deer Creek, San Antonio Creek, and Chino
Creek, Calif.

“Cedar River, Iocwa.

“Arroyo Grande Creek in the county of San Luis Obispo, Calif,

“Chariton River, Iowa.

“Bill Williams River, Ariz,

“Big Sandy River, in Arizona, from the junction of Trout Creek
and Knight Creek on the north to the Bill Willlams River on the
south.

“Quiver River, Miss,

“Sunflower River, Miss,

“Towa River, Iowa.

“Kiskiminitas and Conemaugh Rivers and their tributaries,
Pennsylvania.

‘“Whitewater River, Calif.

“Girtys Run, in Allegheny County, Pa.

“Neosho River and its tributaries, In EKansas, Oklahoma, Mis-
souri, and Arkansas.

“Nishnabotna River, Iowa.

“Turkey River, Iowa.

“Boyer River, Iowa.”

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a second may be considered as ordered.
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The SPFEAEKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, please remind me
when I have spoken 9 minubes.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important bill. It is generally con=
ceded that the Ohio River flood of 1937 was one of the major
disasiers of the Nation. It would take a good many years
to construct works to prevent a recurrence of the damage
and destruction of that flood. It is universally recognized
that it is necessary to provide, however, at the earliest prac-
ticable date, for emergency and priority projects to protect
the most populous areas in the lower Ohio River Basin.

Mankind has always been harassed by floods. When the
first white man ever saw the Mississippi he saw the Father
of Waters at its worst. There have been great floods in this
country from the time of Indian legends. It is a part of
the religion and tradition of every people that in the long
ago there was a great flood.

It has been erroneously thought that floods have increased
in number and frequency recently. There is no evidence
that floods haye increased in number in the United States.
‘We had probably the largest flood thet ever occurred on the
Mississippi River in 1844. One of the largest floods that
ever occurred on the Ohio River occurred in 1763, before
the trees were cut and before the lands were plowed; but
because of the increase in our population and because of the
improvements in our country floods are becoming more de-
structive. It is conservatively estimated that 800,000 people
were driven from their homes in the Ohio Valley in January
and February of 1937, and that the damages to American
citizens in that greatest of all industrial areas in this or
any other country aggregated direct losses of $400,000,000,
and thay the indirect losses were around $400,000,000.

Congress was appealed to and we have not been derelict
in our duty. We have appropriated, and the Chief of Engi-
neers has spent in the past 9 years $12,000,000 in making
plans for flood control and river improvements along more
than 200 of the rivers of the United States. The Chief of
Engineers submitted a comprehensive report on the Ohio
and Mississippi Rivers. The President of the United States
transmitted that report to the committee and he asked that
the consideration of the full report be passed over until
the next session of the Congress because of studies he had
requested by other departments of the Government, The
committee insisted, and the President agreed, that there
should be priority projects for the populous centers of the
Ohio River Basin, during the present session.

This bill authorizes appropriations of $24,877,000 for the
construction of priority and emergency projects in the Ohio
River Basin, consisting of river walls, levees, and drainage
structures.

It is not assumed there will be any additional appropria-
tion requested at this session of the Congress. The Presi-
dent of the United States states that he is going to allocate,
under the terms of this bill, around $12,000,000 for the works
out of the Emergency Act of 1937, during the next fiscal
year.

While the authorized projects along the Ohio River during
the next fiscal year are to be financed out of relief funds,
under the Emergency Appropriation Act of 1937, it is im-
perative that Congress authorize the construction of the
works. Under the terms of the Emergency Appropriation
Act of 1937 no projects can be undertaken unless funds for
completion are allocated. However, under section 10 of that
act if the projects are approved by Congress the said limi-
tation does not apply. It is imperative, therefore, that Con-
gress authorize the flood-control works even if they are to
to be paid for out of the relief funds, as such works are
seldom completed in 1 year.

The committee amended the bill so as to authorize the
use of about three or four million dollars out of the regularly
appropriated flood funds to provide for plant and material,
80 as to authorize the Chief Executive to use relief funds
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for the flood-control works authorized. There are 155
projects along the Ohio River, and every project may be con-
sidered. The bill is but a partial solution of the large flood
problem. It would take from 1 to 2 years to do the work
in the pending bill. Under the comprehensive plan reported
by the Chief of Engineers, it would probably have taken 15
vears to complete the works recommended by him. Under
the terms of this bill the projects are to be selected and
approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of
War. We have the assurance of the Director of the Budget
that in the event any of the regularly appropriated money
for national flood control is utilized in the purchase of plant
and material, then the Director of the Budget will send in
a supplemental recommendation to replace all funds so used
in the first deficiency bill of the next session. I speak of sec-
tion 1 of the bill. We conducted the hearings exhaustively,
and in the hearings Members will find a list of 155 com-
munities, with their population and damages in each com-
munity. They will find what it will cost to construct the
works, also the local contribution required, because this bill
is an amendment of the act of 1936, and the principle of
local contribution obtains and is brought forward. The
same principle obtains in the pending act as obtains in all
other flood-control legislation heretofore passed by the
Congress of the United States for flood-control works.

Under section 2 of the act there is authorized to be ex-
pended on any river where an appropriation has been made
not to exceed $25,000,000 to clear the debris and straighten
the river, because it was thought this would bring not only as
good results but probably better than building the levees
higher in some cases.

Section 3 of the act is but an enlargement and expansion
of the policy adopted in 1936. Under the terms of that policy
of flood control surveys by the Chief of Engineers are now
supplemented by surveys for water retardation and seil
erosion by the Secretary of Agriculture. Section 3 of the act
makes surveys and examinations applicable to the streams
that were reported or authorized prior to the passage of the
act of 1936, and hence not named in said act.

Section 4 of the act is to provide for soil conservation
and it is the exact language of the act of April 27, 1935, so
as to provide for local cooperation. !

Some 55 or 60 bills for preliminary examinations and sur-
veys were introduced, referred to the committee, and by the
committee to the Department of War and the Department of
Agriculture, and favorable reports were submitted. All of
them have been embraced in an omnibus section, in section
5 of the act. The bill under consideration is a partial re-
sponse of the Congress of the United States to the great
disaster that visited the Ohio Valley in 1936, and this legis-
lation is imperatively necessary if flood-control works are to
be constructed. It is a source of satisfaction for me to say
at this time that the present administration has approved
and passed more flood-control legislation than was ever
passed before in all the preceding history of the United
States, and that the present session of the Congress of the
United States, in addition to providing for flood-control
works in relief and emergency acts has appropriated more
money for flood control than any other previous session of
the Congress of the United States.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr., Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes.

Mr. McCORMACK. I want to find out if local communi-
ties and the States benefited have to make contributions of
land.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. I made it clear, and so stated, that
this act provides that the principle of local contribution
which obtained in the acts passed in 1936 for the Mississippi
and all other rivers, is brought forward in this act. The
prineciple of local confribution obtains, as the pending bill
is an amendment to the omnibus Flood Control Act of June
22, 1936.

I reserve the remainder of my time.
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Under leave to revise and extend my remarks I am in-
cluding a more detailed analysis of the bill, and facts that
will be of benefit to those interested in projects along the
Ohio River Basin.

I invite attention to the report of the Flood Control Com-
mittee on the pending hill. It contains facts and data
showing that while the bill under consideration is only a
partial plan, nevertheless, reference is made to the necessity
for further flood-control legislation. The report shows that
under the appropriations of Congress the Chief of Engineers
has made careful plans and studies. It is no longer a ques-
tion of plans, it is now a question of authorization and con-
struction. Congress has adequate plans. The big question
remaining for Congress is to adopt those plans.

Permit me to say further that floods have harassed man-
kind in all ages and in all countries. Mpythical and histori-
cal writings in all countries are filled with references to
great floods. The story of a flood that overwhelmed the
entire world is one of the oldest in the traditions and records
of man. The most widely known story of hungry waters
in all literature is the flood of Noah's time, Flood legends
in Eurcpe, Asia, and Africa abound. They are found from
Tierra del Fuego, in the south, to Alaska, and in both North
and South America from east to west. The flood legend
goes away back into the Indian lore of this country. Per-
haps the earliest story of floods, according to the historian
Bancroft, is told by the Papago Indians of Arizona. Monte-
zuma was the hero of the legend. Many of the Indian
legends parallel the story of Noah's Ark. Mankind has
always been marked by the dread of floods.

There are records of historic floods in Europe and Asia
in modern times. Holland and Hungary in Europe, China
and India in Asia have suffered devastating floods.

The first civilized man to ever behold the Mississippi River
saw the greatest of rivers at its worst. There was no civili-
zation then; there were no farms to be devastated or cities
to be destroyed. Hernando De Soto was thrilled at the mag-
nificent beauty of the Father of Waters, but he was not afraid.

The flood of 1543 is the oldest of recorded floods along the
Mississippli River. The next great flood of record was in
1718. Every 5 or 6 years there has been a destructive flood
along the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. Two of the greatest
of these occurred in 1785 and 1844. The record {lood in the
lower Mississippi was in 1927, and in 1937 occurred the great-
est floed that ever swept down the lower Ohio River.

Flcods have not increased in frequency, but, because of the
progress and advancement of man, the destruction is much
greater. In 1785 there were 3,000,000 people in the United
States; in 1937 the population had increased to 130,000,000.
The industrial development along the Ohio River and its
tributaries surpassed that of any other river in this or any
other country.

AN OLD PROBLEM

The problem is old, but the remedies are new and recent.
Prior to 1936 the Federal Government had contributed to
flood control along the Mississippi and Sacramento Rivers,
Prior to 1917 flood-control works along the Mississippi River
were incidental; they were in aid of navigation. In the act
of 1928 flocod control along the lower Mississippi was declared
to be a national problem. The substantial Federal expendi-
tures for flood control in the lower Mississippi Valley have
been made since the great flood of 1927,

PLAN

In 1927 and in 1928 Congress recognized the national
aspects of flood control, and during the past 9 years more
than 200 streams in the United States have been studied and
investigated by the Corps of Engineers and reports covering
flood control on the prineipal navigable rivers and their tribu-
taries have been submitted to the Congress of the United
States by the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army.

Under the law the reports cover navigation, flood control,
hydroelectric power, and irrigation. These reports are thor-
ough and exhaustive. All plans for flood control and flood
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prevention have been explored and investigated by the most
cocmpetent engineers in the country.
FLOODS OF 1935 AND 19386

There were destructive floods in New England, and espe-
cially in New York and Pennsylvania, in 1935. The greatest
flood in the history of Pittsburgh occurred in 1936. The
losses were enormous. It is estimated the annual flood losses
in the United States that can be prevented aggregate more
than $300,000,000.

FLOOD-CONTROL PROGRAM AND POLICY

On June 22, 1936, Congress adopted for the first time a
national flood-control program and a national flood-control
policy. The policy declared that the Federal Government
should improve, or participate in the improvement of, navi-
gable waters and their ‘trlbutaries. including the watersheds
thereof, where the benefits exceeded the estimated costs if
the lives and social security of the people are otherwise
adversely affected. Some 270 projects in 30 States were
approved; $300,000,000 was authorized to be appropriated.
The works were to be constructed by the Chief of Engineers
under the direction of the Secretary of War.

‘We have heard much of dust storms and soil erosion. It
is said there is nothing new under the sun. Civilizations
have perished because lands were abused. It is said that the
Sahara Desert in the long ago was inhabited and cultivated,
but the misuse and abuse of the land converted that broad
expanse into a desert of sands. We hear much of soil
erosion. The lower Mississippi Valley was formed by the
erosion of solls. The Gulf of Mexico in prehistoric times
extended far inland to the city of Cairo at the mouth of the
Ohio River. As a result of erosions the lower Mississippi
Valley was being formed and the mouths of the Mississippi
River are still being extended out into the Gulf of Mexico
at thHe rate of about 1 mile in every 21 years. But our lands
are being needlessly eroded and our forests being ruthlessly
destroyed. They have contributed to increased flood heights.

The policy of flood control adopted in 1936 provided for
watershed control and soil-erosion prevention. Numerous
examinations and surveys were provided for in the act of
1936. The surveys for flood-control works are under the
Department of War. The surveys for water retardation,
soil-erosion prevention, and reforestation are under the De-
partment of Agriculture. The work of the two departments
integrate; there is no conflict; there is coordination. Down-
stream protective works are supplemented and reinforced by
upstream preventive measures.

On June 15, 1936, authorizations were made for the com-
pletion and expansion of flood-control works in the lower
Mississippi River; adequate provision was made for naviga-
tion. The tonnage on the lower Mississippi River today
exceeds by many times the tonnage of the Father of Waters
in the halcyon days of steamboats. Passenger traffic has
disappeared, but barges carrying many times the tonnage of
freight transported along the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers
at the time of the advent of railroads in the lower Mississippi
Valley some 60 years ago, ply the streams,

ROOSEVELT ADMINISTRATION HAS PROMOTED FLOOD CONTROL

Not only has the present administration provided, for the
first time in history, for a national flood-control policy, not
only did the Congress of the United States in 1936 authorize
the expenditure of more money for flood control than in
all the previous history of the United States, but the Seventy-
fifth Congress, first session, has appropriated during any
session more money for flood control than has ever been
appropriated in the history of the Republic.

It should be a source of satisfaction to the flood sufferers
of 1935, 1936, and 1937 that the Government of the United
States has made more generous provisions for rescue and
rehabilitation than ever made in behalf of flood sufferers.

The Works Progress Administration has expended millions
of dollars for maintenance and rehabilitation. The War
Department expended some $5,000,000 in the flood fight
of 1937. The people of the United States, through the
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American Red Cross, generously contributed $21,000,000
in the great Ohio-Mississippi flood of 1937. Ultimately fiood
losses must be absorbed by the Nation. The problem of
flood control has gripped the attention of the American
people in the year 1937.

Following the rush of the hungry waters of the Ohio, the
most prolific flood-breeding river in the United States, in
January and February 1937, a tidal wave of public opinion
swept the Nation. There was a universal opinion that the
appalling loss of life and property—a repetition of the 1937
calamity—must be prevented. Congress was appealed to.

OHIO RIVER

The population of the Ohio Valley suffered an unparal-
leled disaster. All previous flood heights were exceeded.
The gages at Portsmouth, Cincinnati, Louisville, and Padu-
cah exceeded previous recorded heights by some 10 feet.

DAMAGES

Nobody knows the amount of damages in the Ohio Valley.
When the floodwaters receded Louisville estimated a loss of
$71,000,000; Paducah’s estimate was $25,000,000. The loss on
thousands of farms and in hundreds of smaller towns and
villages will never be known. It is believed that the direct
damage along the Ohio River amounted to more than
$400,000,000. This is not the whole story; families were
made bankrupt, there was a cessation of business, citizens
lost the savings of a lifetime. There were enormous direct
losses. There were many deaths, but it is difficult to esti-
mate the loss of life through accident, through disease and
sickness, through undernourishment and lack of clothing
and other necessaries of life because of the destruction of
the means of livelihood. The floods came at night; they
occurred during bitter cold weather. The discouragement to
Americans who lost their all through no fault of their own
will drag through the years. Some day we may be able to
estimate in dollars and cents the direct losses, but it will be
difficult, if not impossible, to measure the intangible and
indirect losses. It is safe to estimate that in the great Ohio
flood of 1937 the direct and indirect losses aggregated the
staggering total of $800,000,000.

BOLUTION

The Flood Control Committee, as provided by law, on
February 10, 1937, promptly passed a resolution calling up
the Chief of Engineers to submit a comprehensive report in
the light of the 1937 floods along the Ohio and Mississippi
Rivers and their tributaries. The report was submitted to
the President on April 6, 1937, and on April 28, 1937, this
report was transmitted by the President to the Flood Control
Committee of the House of Representatives. The report and
letter of transmittal are published as Flood Control Com-
mittee Document No. 1, Seventy-fifth Congress, first session.
The President advised that the consideration of the report
be delayed until the next session of Congress, aftfer stating
he had requested a further and complete study of all the
agencies of the Government involved.

The Chief of Engineers recommended the construction of
a system of 45 flood reservoirs on the tributaries of the
Ohio River in addition to those already authorized; the con-
struction of levees and flood walls for cities and towns on
the Ohio River; the construction of 24 flood-control reser-
voirs on the tributaries of the Mississippi River, including
the tributaries of the Missouri, Arkansas, and White, and
including a reservoir on the Red River; and certain modifica-
tions of the Mississippi River Flood Control Act of June 15,
1936, at an estimated cost of some $800,000,000, over a pe-
riod of from 10 to 20 years, to the Government and to the
local interests.

PARTIAL PLAN

Subsequently the President of the United States verbally
recommended to the committee an amendment to the Flood
Control Act of June 22, 1936, for an authorization of
$24,877,000 for levees, flood walls, and drainage structures
for the Ohio River Basin in accordance with the said report
of the Chief of Engineers, the projects to be selected and
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substantially one-half the costs of construction for the fiscal
year 1938 to be allocated from funds appropriated im_ the
Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1937.

HEARINGS

Thereupon a bill was introduced to carry out the recom-
mendations of the President and hearings were conducted.
The committee decided to limit hearings to the priority and
emergency projects in the Ohio River Basin, with the under-
standing that hearings would be conducted on the com-
prehensive plan along the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers at
the next session of the Congress.

SOIL CONSERVATION

On April 27, 1935, the Soil Conservation Act was adopted
and provisions were made for local cooperation on lands not
owned or controlled by the United States.

The act of June 22, 1936, authorized preliminary ‘exami-
nations and surveys on the streams mentioned in section 6
of that act. As stated, the War Department had already
submitted many reports on other streams. The flood-
control work along the streams and flood-prevention work
along the tributaries coordinate.

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS AND SURVEYS

Many bills for preliminary examinations and surveys by
the War Department and by the Department of Agricul-
ture, as provided by law, have been introduced and referred
to the Committee on Flood Control. The committee adopted
the policy of including all such bills, where favorable reports
had been submitted by the two departments, in one bill.

POLICY :

The bill under consideration, H. R. 7646, is an amendment
to the National Flood Control Act of June 22, 1936, and
enlarges and properly expands the policy of the act.

SECTION 1

Section 1 authorizes levees, flood walls, and drainage
structures in the Ohio River Basin, as recommended, and
in accordance with the report of the Chief of Engineers in
House Committee on Flood Control Document No. 1, Seventy-
fifth Congress, first session, projects to be selected by the
Chief of Engineers, with the approval of the Secretary of
War, at a cost not to exceed $24,877,000. It is understood
that the President will make available out of the Emergency
Relief Appropriation Act of 1937 approximately $12,000,000
for such construction. Section 1 contains the provision
that regularly appropriated funds may be used for plant,
material, supervisory and skilled services necessary in the
execution of the projects authorized. It is believed that
there will be no diminution in the funds regularly appropri-
ated for flood control, as such funds will be supplemented
from relief funds by a much greater amount than any
amounts that may be used for plants and materials.

BECTION 2

Section 2 authorizes the Secretary of War, in approved
projects where authorizations have been made and where
appropriations have been made, to utilize not exceeding
$300,000 per year and not exceeding $25,000 on any single
stream, in removing debris and accumulated snags and in
clearing the channels of navigable streams and their tribu-
taries when, in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers, such
work is advisable in the interest of flood control.

In the two Flood Control Acts of 1936 the cost of construc-
tion is borne by the United States. It is believed that in
many cases flood control can be aided by clearing the chan-
nels to supplement levees and, in some cases, levees may be
eliminated by clearing the channels. No additional authori=-
zation or appropriation is required by section 2.

SECTION 3

Section 3 authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture, under
the policy of the act of 1936, to make preliminary examina-
tions and surveys on projects on which the Secretary of
War had been authorized and directed fo survey and exam=-
ine prior to the passage of the act of 1936. No additional
authorization or appropriation is necessary or provided.
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seoﬂon4amendsaectionaoftheact013une 22, 1936, by
intluding as already stated, the language of the Soil Conser-

" vation Act of April 21, 1935.

SECTION 5

Section 5 amends section 6 of the act of June 22, 1936, to
authorize the Department of War and the Department of
Agriculture fo make preliminary examinations and surveys
on the streams mentioned in said amendment to said act.
These include the bills for preliminary examinations and
surveys on which the War Department and the Depart-
ment of Agriculture had submitted favorable reports, that
would, ordinarily, be included in a single or omnibus bill.

PRIORITY AND EMERGENCY PROJECTS

The bill under consideration makes provision for the pri-
ority and emergency projects to be constructed in the lower
Ohio River basin in the next 2 years. The principle of local
contributions obtains; the same yardstick that was used in
the Mississippi River Flood Control Act of June 15, 1936,
and in the National or Omnibus Flood Control Act of June
22, 1936, obtains in the bill under consideration. The local
interests are required to provide for rights-of-way and lands
for levees and river walls.

There is no dispute among engineers that levees and
river walls for the protection of populous centers in the
lower Ohio River Basin must come first. They are to be
followed by reservoirs and soil-conservation work later.

VALUAELE DATA AND INFORMATION

The hearings contain valuable data. Exhaustive state-
ments were submitted by the Chief of Engineers, the divi-
sion engineer, and the district engineers. Flood damages in
the Ohio River Basin in 1936 and 1937 were reporfed. They
appear on page 27 of the hearings. Under leave fo revise
and extend my remarks, I include the following statement
of flood damages as submitted by the Chief of Engineers,
to wit:

Flood damages in Ohio River Basin for 1937 and 1936

1937 1936
5 PITTSBURGH DISTRICT PP SR
gh, 000, 000
MeKees Rocks, Pa 425, 000 5, 500, 000
Neville Island, Pa 14, 000 142, 000
Coraopolis, Pa... 37,000 1, 240, 000
Leetsdale, Pa_ 4, 000 100, 000
Rochester, Pa. 2,000 110, 000
West Bridgewater, Pa.__ 14, 000 1, 260, 000
oy T 6, 000 41, 000
, Pa. 6, 000 61, 000
Wellsvill hio___ 5, 000 890, 000
Btrattonv: Ohio. 12, 000 104, 000
Empire, Ohio_______ 20, 000 200, 000
New Cumberland, W. Va. 36, 000 236, 000
Follansbee, W. Va. 29, 000 585, 000
Mingo Junction, Ohiﬂ 63, 000 190, 000
Wellsburg, W. Va 110, 000 1, 640, 000
w““"‘“".mo%";’v‘tr‘”“ oo | 100
. Va.
Martins Ferry, Ohio. 9, 000 1, 960, 000
Wheegﬁ. W. Va 900, 000 8, 900, 000
Benw W. Va. 224, 000 1, 000, 000
, Ohio 153, 000 2, 560, 000
Moundsville, W. Va. 23, 000 187, 000
Cambria County, Pa. 60, 000, 000
Damages on tributaries. and to public utilities, high-
‘ways, railways, and farms, ete., outside of towns..__ 1, 582, 000 63, 800, 000
Total 6,800,000 | 199,000, 000
ZANESVILLE DISTRICT
Muskingum River Basin 8,300,000 |- ..o
HUNTINGTON DISTRICT
Powhatan Point, Ohio 42, 000 75, 000
Woodlands, W. Va. 000N s
Ciaringwn Oh|ﬂ 25, 000 50, 000
Proctor, W. Va 3,000 & 000
New M’arunxv—me, W. Va 340, 000 433, 000
Brooklyn, W. Va. 32, 000 54, 000
wmf"ﬂg Wy gl s
. Va.
Frﬁmdly, Va__ 7,000 12, 000
New Matsmioras, Ghio 7,000 0,000
Bt. Marys, W. Va 42, 000 67, 000
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Flood damages in Ohio River Basin for 1937 and 1936—Continued

1937 1938
HUNTINGTON DISTRICT—continued

Newport, Ohio. 000 000
Whaverley, W. Va______ ﬁ 000 & 000
Marietta and West Marietta, Ohio____________________ 1, 300, 000 236, 000
Williamstown, W. Va 42, 000 8§, 000
Riverview, W Va 000
Belg;e Ohio..._.. 80, 000 6, D00
Parkersburg, W. Va. 1, 400, 000 230, 000
HockingPurt. Ohio. L TSR
P nd, Ohio 3, 000 2,000
Ravenswood, W. Va_ B 000C) s s
Millwood, W. Va._ SN == e
Letart, W. Va 2,000 1,000
Letart Fn]]s QOhio 6, 000 1, 000
Racine, Ohio. €60, 000 11. 000
muﬂﬂ. Ohio 42, 000 2, 000
M08l
Mason dllz ¥ Va 60, 000 6, 000
Pomeroy, Ohio 815, 000 71, 000
Clifton, W. Va 6,000 2,000
Middleport, Ohio. 515, 000 37,000
Cheshire, Ohio.__ SO 000 e Lalr Rt
Point Pleasant, W, Va. 550, 000 150, 000
Henderson, W. Va_ 100, 000 30, 000
o £t leshad]js (a).h?h‘n F000 fiose ey
polis. Ohio. 165, 000 000
Chambersburg, Ohio 3,000 | m’___-
Miller, Ohio. 21, 000 1, 000
Athalia, Ohio__ 22, 000 1, 000
T R R SR N RN 240, 000 7, 000
Huntington nnd Guyandot WoVac L o e 14, 600, 000 612, 000
Chesapeake, Ohio___ 000 oo Lo Sk
Buﬁingtor(lj. ghlo b A TR
Ceredo an enova, W. Va. 700, 000 000
w‘tgtﬁgint C}}thin A gg: 1t 0 1Y R ?‘_,.-
Slatiahmeg Wl oo 215 Lo e e Tt 2,000, 000 30, 000

Damages gublm utilities, highways, railways, farms,
ete., outside of cities and towns 1, 500, 000 186, 000
Total 26, 50D, 000 2, 500, 000

iy 130, 000

5 None
Ashland g 5 3, 200, 000 Nona
Oosxgmvo. hio. 175, 000 None
Russell, Ky 350, 000 None
Ironton and I{an.glng Roek, Ohto -~ __- 7, 800, 000 None
Kg 510, 000 None
Sciotoville, Ohio. 117, 000 Nons
New Boston, Ohio.. 5, 600, 000 Nons
Portsmouth, Ohio 15, 300, 000 None
Fullerton, Ky_..._.. 250, 000 None
Bouth Portsmouth, Ky.. 85, 000 None
Buena Vista, Ohio__ 130, 000 Nons
Vi burg, Ky.. 1, 120, 000 None
Manchester, Ohio. 680, 000 Nona
Maysville, Ky 1, 370, 000 one
A berdeen, Ohio 130, 000 None
Ripley, Ohio. 650, 000 Nona
Dover, Ky 70, 000 None
Higgjnspurt, Ohio 160, 000 None
Augusta, Ky. 580, 000 None
Chile, Ohio_ 140, 000 None
Moscow, Ohio. g 560, 000 None
New Richmond, Ohio. 920, 000 None
California, O 500, 000 None
Cinei ti Ohlo 35, 000, 000 None
Dayton, K, 1,320, 000 None
Belleview, Ky 270, 000 Nope
Newmrl: TN o 3, 900, 000 None
% ¥. 5, 300, 000 None
Lud]ow, 435, 000 None
Brom]ey 133, 000 None
burg Ind 3, 900, 000 None
ﬁjsin sl Ind Lﬂgg'% %m
g Sun, one
Patriot, Ind 240, 000 Nons
"‘“‘iitl‘;" 350, 000 None
= one
Pmstnnvﬂja. A— e — 130, 000 None

utilities, highw. ways, farms,
,outulg tyand townareas_ ... —.........| 25,200,000 None
Total 119, 000, 000 None

LOUISVILLE DISTRICT

Milton, 141, 000 None
Madison, Ind. 406, 000 None
Westpurt Ky. 11, 000 Nine
Utica, Ind_ 208, 000 None
Jeffersonville, and Olarksville, Ind. . e —_.___| 10,000, 000 None
Louisville, x’y-., 94, 500, 000 Nons
New Albany, Ind 5, 000, 000 None
West Point, Ky. 710, 000 None
M . Ind 118, 000 None
New , Ind 212, 000 Nona
Leavenworth, Ind 272, 000 None
Alton, Ind.__ 17, 000 None
Con Ky. 11, 000 None
Derby, Ind 22,000 None
Rome, Ind 11, D00 one
Cloverport, Ky 60, 000 None




Flood damages in Ohio River Basin for 1937 and 1936—Continued | Flood damages in Ohio River Basin for 1937 and 1936—Continued
1037 1936 1937 1936
LOUISVILLE DISTRICT—continued MEMPHIS DISTRICT
QCairo, T $110, 000 None
Huwasvﬂ]e, Ky.. $00, 000 None | Mound Citr. 1 1, 680, 000 None
annelton, In 270, 000 None | Mounds, Il h None
'I‘ell City, Ind 1, 800, 000 None
53, 006 None Total 2, 800, 000 None
g. % gone
A one
ockport, Ind. 63,000 None SUMMARY
%“‘!.fﬁ""{“a Ky., and Evansville, Ind___ 2 __200 9, itla % Il?;ona
ow o : ona A
x : Pittsburgh district
Uniontown, Ky. 386, 000 Nome | o ceville district. .- =
Bhawneetown, T1l. __ 1, 100, 000 None Huntington district
Caseyville, Ky. _. 23,000 None | o0 Rtﬁ s’
Cave-in-Rock, 111 8, 000 None incinnati district. .. 3
Tolu, K...... 9, 000 None | Louisville distriet_ g
Elizabet {:!mm. m. ... 20, 000 None | Nashville district
Rosiclare, 11 100, 000 Nona Total
gg]jcoud;, Ill lﬁ!. % Eom Memphis district. - 35
thland, Ky. A Jone
Paducah. K:r 25, 500, 000 None Grand total
400, 000 None
gﬂ;;fg?“& 1[‘,1,;; --------- 4,000, 000 Nome | The Chief of Engineers submitted a break-down of the
Be&m:rb, il éﬁ' % g,oue costs of the local priority and protective works for the lower
i e e A R 38000 Nore | Ohio Basin, and they may be found on pages 45, 46, and 47
Damsges to pnbgc “ttm:nl?;' highways, railways, s N of the hearings. Under leave to revise and extend my re-
FRELISE, EStiy QMM GIEY AL SRR Lcc s hsrdtay & "® | marks, I include herewith the names of the cities or towns,
Total 248, 000,000 Nome | the plan of protective type to be constructed, the cost to the
WARHVILLE DISTERS Government, the cost of rights-of-way, the total cost and
the estimated value of property to be protected by each of
Cumberland River Basin 5, 000, 000 None the projects:
Ohio River Basin—Local protection plans
Estimated cost with 3 feet freeboard
b]\zl{lns Popula Ma:li]- above maximum high water Es:ltmuﬁd
E ow m
Name of city or town and State Pitts- (t;}%g} flood Plan of protection type Jrom .
burgh height Construe- | Rights-of- Total pm%d
tion way
PRt Pa. 0]660,817 | 740.2 |.ocooicaoaaae. e 2= "
Unit No. 1 iGoldan Triangle) il EL Conerete wall $3, 150, 000 | $1, 650,000 | $4,800,000 | $321, 048, 000
Unit No. 2 (north side) = -do-- 8,450,000 | 1,620,000 | 10,070,000 156, 200, 000
Unit No. 3 (The Strip) e s e e ey e sea 3, 765, 000 590,000 | 4,355,000 | 210,400, 000
MecKees Rocks, Pa. 3| 18116 | 736.0 Eanh levees and te walls, 650, 000 135, 000 783, 000 200,
Neville Island, Pa 7 1,582 | 730.0 |- L e R S N 1, 400, 000 380, 000 1, 780, 000 4, 578, 000
Qoraopolis, Pa. 10| 10,724 | 727.4 |- do. 900, 000 165, 000 1, 065, 000 17, 000, 000
Lee , Pa. 14 T Earth levee 450, 000 48, 000 498, 000 998,
Rochester, Pa._. 25 7,726 | 23| Coneretewall_.________________________. __ 1, 260, 000 145, 000 1, 405, 000 3, 330, 000
West Bridgewater, P8_ - ceececaecanmannvean 25| 1,792 | 7122 | Earthleveesand concrete walls....cocaeeaa 885, 000 126,000 | 1,011,000 3, 200, 000
Industri, Pa. 33 500 | 7048 |..... do. 550, 000 48, 000 598, 000 1, 020, 000
Bmiths Ferry, Pa. 39 271 | 698.4 | Concretewall. ..o oo oeaeaen 800, 000 20, 000 £29, 000 1, 130, 000
Wellsville, Oh 48 7,956 | 690.4 |-..... [ | o e A T e A AR W Sy 325, 000 38, 000 363, 000 10, 020, 000
Btrattonville, Ohio 55 791 | 686.7 |-.a.a [ e et s DI IE T W ol redlelL Y 1, 500, £0, 000 1, 560, 000 1, 060, 000
Pt s M0 ) po e e = e e P B 56 703 | 685.5 |_.... D e e M SR T 1,110, 000 43, 000 1, 153, 000 1, 710, 000
New Cumbetland. WL sl 57 2,300 | 6844 | Earth levees and concrete wall .. _._....... 1, 065, 000 60, 000 1, 125, 000 3, 020, 000
Follansbee, W. i 4,841 | 6757 Conaste wall._ 970, 000 55, 000 1, 025, 000 6, 150, 000
Mingo J'upcﬂon_ Ohin 71| 5080 | 675.1 ... 740, 000 48,000 788, 000 2, 276, 000
‘Wellsburg, W. Va_._ 74 6,398 | 673.3 Esrth levees and concrete walls. ... 2, 405, 000 225, 000 2, 630, 000 25,420, 000
rilliant, nhln 7 1,682 | 673.3 | Concrete wall 1, £05, 000 38, 000 1, 243, 000 2,320, 000
arwood, W. Va 5 87 0] 6661 |...... do. 680, 67, 000 747, 000 5, 602, 000
Mmtna fm-y Okio Blu 3523 soa.0 do 1,840,000 | 220,000 | 2,060,000 7, 305, 000
Unit ﬁo 1 (marth of Wheeling, Gr )~ = Ccncmte wall_ 7,015,000 | 740,000 | 7,755.000 | 35, 940, 000
Unit-No. 2 tsouthof Wheeling, Or-) .- fic oty oo dos s 4, 435, 000 500,000 | 4,935,000 52, 410, 000
Unit No. 3 (Wheeling Island) - - oo eocooco fecmaac o e cena o |cameceae Earrh ievees and concrete wall.. o voveonaas 5, 055, 000 525, 000 §, 580, 000 40, 630, 000
Benwood, Va o4 8,850 | 0625 ... do 1, 300, 000 180, 000 1, 460, 000 38, 655, 000
Bellaire, Ohio... 95 | 13,327 | 661.4 |._... do.-. 3, 000, 000 370,000 | 8,370,000 16, 460, 000
Moundsville, W. Va 102 | 14,411 | 656.8 I 1, 210, 000 90,000 [ 1,300,000 2, 462, 000
Powhatan Point, R e e e L 110 2,329 | 651.0 | Leves and concrete wall - o oo | 1,759, 0G0 135, 000 1, 564, 000 1, 038, 000
‘Woodlands, W. Va. 114 35 | 648.6 VEBS_. 77,000 10, 000 87, 000 52, 000
n, Ohio 118 506 | 646.6 | Levees and concrete wall. - - oeeeeeceeeeeo| 1,012,000 84, 000 1, 094, 000 425, 000
PO W VL b it e e 122 127 | 644.0 | Levees 125, 000 41,000 166, 000 110, 000
ge‘w Marth:mlfe, N e 13 2,814 | 6412 | Levees and concreto wall_________..._.____| 1,707,000 230, 000 1, 637, 000 8, 750, 000
rooklyn, W. Va 128 779 | 640.8 do 1, 941, 000 81,000 2,022, 000 750, 000
Bardis, Oﬁk)_ 132 37 830.7 | Levees._..__..._....... 108, 000 20, 000 126, 000 34,000
g le, W. Va 138 | 3072 X 661, 000 96, 000 757, 000 510, 000
Friendly, W. Va 142 170 245, 000 22,000 267, 000 234,000
New Matamoras, Chio 142 781 | 636 779, 000 08, 000 877,000 419, 000
8t. Marys, W. Va 155 2,182 f 560, 000 51,000 611,000 2, 000, 000
Newport, Ohio. .. 156 &00 i ees. 119, 000 28,000 147, 000 45, 000
Eavariy, W.Va 1952 285 | 628.8 | Levees and concrete wall. - ................ 1, 298, 000 88, 000 1,386, 000 193, 000
wg“‘;ﬁ,&“g’-ﬁ‘;o sl e ol Gl | A 5,202,000 | 280,000| 5482000 | 19,316,000
illiamstown, 172 1,657 | 626.9 |..__.do 961, 000 49, 000 1, 010, 000 497, 000
Riverview, W. Va 182 211 | 622.0 | Levees 327,000 41, 000 368, 000 504, 000
Belpre, Ohio 184 1,724 | 621.2 | Levees and concrete wall . _____...__.______| 1,323,000 158, 000 1, 481, 000 1, 578, 000
Parkersburg, W. Va. 185 | 20,623 | 620.9 |._... do.. 5, 198, 000 406, 000 5, 605, D00 36, 512, 000
Hockingport, Ohio 199 230 | 612.0 | Levees. 212, 000 80, 000 202, 000 29,000
Portland, Ohio 216 150 | 603.6 | Levees and concrete wall._______..______ 356, 000 35,000 421,000 90, 000
Ravenswood W V 3 221 1,180 | 60LO |-_--. do. 548, 000 38, 000 B85, 000 262, 000
Millwood, W. V: 231 100 | 5058 |- do. 315,000 48, 000 361,000 88,000
Letart, W. Va___ 238 100 | 593.3 do 350, 000 42,000 392,000 45,000
Letart Fal)s. Ohio 236 375 | 588.3 | ... do_. 370, 000 42,000 412,000 211, 000
Racine, Ohio. 242 613 | E80.0 do 365, 000 41, 000 400, 000 678, 000
1Included in Wheeling population. $Included in Marietta population.
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Ohio Eiver Basin—Local protection plans—Continued
Estimated cost with 3 feet freeboard
behml ow | Popula- g:g‘ above maximum water Estimated
Name of city or town and Btate Pitts- (i{éﬁ} flood Plan of protection type S mnlua of
i ts-of-
burgh height tion Way Total protected
, Ohlo. 245 678 | 588.4 | Levees and concrete wall.. ooooooeeeeeees $604, 000 $58, 000 $662, 000 000
W. Va 247 423 | 587.0 |._—.do 1,072, 000 77,000 1, 149, 000 ‘;%,om
anc'ng W. Va 250 691 | 5842 do 353, 000 86, 000 460, 000 879, 000
Pomeroy, Ohio 250 | 3,563 | 5842 do_. 6,083,000 | 120,000 | 6,208, 000 4,357, 000
Clifton, W. Va 252 300 | 582.7 | Levees 86,000 39, 000 125, 000 54,000
Middleport, Ohio 252 3,505 | 582.6 | Levees and te wall 2,107, 000 150, 000 2,257, 000 8, 571, 000
heshire, Ohio. 258 RO | BB0.1 | Levees .. .. ... o o 159, 000 49, 000 208, 000 250, 000
Point Pleasant, W. Va. 265 3,301 | 576.8 | Levees and concrete wall. ... ________ 1, 434, 000 145, 000 1, 579, 000 B, 196, 000
Henderson, W. Va. 206 330 | 576.8 P e g Doty i 166, 000 65, 000 231, 000 290, 000
Mapleshade, O 268 550 | 576.3 | Lewvees mdt‘uhin; existing railroad em- 496, 000 100, 000 596, 000 509, 000
Gallipolis, Ohio. 270 7,106 | 575.7 | Levees, concrete wall, and raising existing 997, 000 285, 000 y 000 000
Chambersburg, Ohi 230 250 | 572.2 | Lovess aad conceets weil. 000 000 S 15
4 0 ees concrete s ] 000
Miller, Ohio. 205 355 5 | Levees. ﬁ 000 ﬁ 000 qﬂéw %, g
Athalia, Ohio__ 207 205 | 564.5 do 235, 000 63, 000 208, 165, 000
GPructarvﬂhM Olg_n % (')8?5 561.8 | Levees and concrete wall................._.| 1,000,000 75, 000 1, 075, 000 703, 000
uyan: T Spemaremenees wpnmpepsra. BN |- T BESRE L) P FORERESR
Huntington, W, Va 309 | 75572 }---do : 8,700,000 | 2,000,000 | 10,700,000 | 123, 580, 000
Chesapeal , Ohio___. 309 1,004 123, 000 47, 000 170, 000 68, 000
Burlington, Ohio. 313 300 55, 000 40, 000 95, 000 98, 000
Ceredo and Kenova, W. Vo-ooccececceaaeean| 315 4,84 2,085,000 | 300,000 | 8,285,000 13, 172, 000
Bouath Point, Ohio___ 317 4060 370, D00 40, 000 410, 000 200, 000
Oatittabrg, Ky oo e o 817 | 5025 | 557 do 2,414, 000 180,000 | 2,504,000 4, 68, 000
Normal, I!{:y 319 320 | 557.2 | Levees and raising railroad embankment_. | 1, 225, 000 650, 000 1, 875, 000 273, 600
Ashland, Ky 323 | 20,074 | B35S Wnl:itlsvees,mdmdn;raﬂmad' embank- 2,441,000 G40, 000 3, 081, 000 5, 205, 000
I
Coalgrove, Ohio 34 2,181 | 555.4 | Walls and levees 630, 000 352, 000 002, 000 311, 000
Rusaall.‘iij 8g 13. 08: 5643 do. 337, 000 106, 000 - 443, 000 & 71’}', 000
Ironton, %oé'ﬁ.‘ijﬁ:u---.-4.‘...-‘--_.-.------ gw 6, 62 }554_3 do 3,283,000 | 1,150,000 | 4,433,000 | 15 693,000
Greenup, Ky_.... 336 | 1,125 8510 |..... do. 1, 020, 000 530,000 | 1, 550,000 873, 600
Beiotoville, Ohio Mo ) 547.2 | Walls. 539, 000 131, 000 670, 000 427, 200
New Boston, Ohio 352 | 5931 | 6.0 do 2, 144, 000 860,000 | 2, 504, 000 12, 044, 000
Portsmouth, Ohio, 354 | 42,560 | 545.5 | Walls and levees. 3, 996, 000 24, 000 4, 020, 000 36, 150, 000
Fullerton, Ky 355 1,237 | B45.3 do. 143, 000 120, 000 263, 000 491, 500
Bouth Portsmouth, Ky.__—....._...______.| 3% 420 | 545.3 | Levees 162,000 [ 150,000 342, 000 192,700
Buena Vi Ohio. 374 335 | 538.1 |----_do. 186, 000 150, 000 336, 000 188, 000
Vanceburg, Ky_... 378 1,388 | 537.7 | Walls and levees. 632, 000 375, 000 1,007, 000 727, 000
Manchester, Ohio. 387 2000 | 530.7 do. 848, 000 352, 000 700, 000 1, 110, 000
Maysville, Ky. 400 6,550 | 520.9 do. S 1, 247, 000 345, 000 1, 592, 000 2, 332, 000
Aberdeen, Ohjn 400 452 | 526.9 |____. do. 480, 000 180, 600 669, 000 513, 800
Ripley, Ohio. 417 | 1,556 | 524.2 | Walls and levees. 728, 000 345,000 | 1,073,000 790, 000
Dover, Ky 420 418 | 523.5 Vees. 226, 000 200, 000 425, 000 _ 251,100
Higginsport, Ohio 425 374 | 522.0 | Walls and levees. 537, 000 220, 000 757, 000 105, 100
Amﬂa. Ky 427 1,675 [ P do. 458, 000 180, 000 638, 000 780, 000
C , Ohio 435 266 | 519.0 | Levees. 259, 000 230, 000 489, 000 118, 000
Moscow, Ohio_ 443 203 | 517.0 |-.-- do 410, 000 370, 000 780, 000 174, 700
New Richmond, Ohio. 450 1,830 | 515.0 | Walls and levees. 844, 000 300, 000 1, 234, 000 9086, 500
California, Ohio. 462 0] 5125 | Levees._. 434, 000 390, 000 824, 000 1, 060, 000
Ohio. . 470 | 451,160 Levees, walls and raising existing......._.. L el
Unit No. 2 (Lunken Airport)...... 463 5122 ees. 4,486,000 | 1,260,000 5, 746, 000 1, 561, 000
Unit No. 4 (main gection Ohio River front 471 509.0 | Walls and levees 3,842,000 | 1,323,000 5, 165, 000 45, 000, 000
and raflroad terminal distriet).
Unit No. 5 (upper Mil] Creek, east side) Levees 588, 000 720, 000 1, 308, 000 19, 200, 000
Unit No. 6 (lower Mill Creek, west side). .. --do. 441, 000 550, 000 991, 000 7, 550, 000
Unit No. 7 (South Fairmount, Mill Creek) Wall 620, 000 170, 000 790, 000 7,075, 000
Unit No. 7A (Fairmount, Ohio)..... —.--do. 80, 000 32,000 112, 000 220, 000
Unit No. 9 ( mmjnsvilfe, Mill Creek) ‘Walls and levees. 1,775,000 | 1,377,000 3, 152, 000 11, 375, 000
Dayton, Ky 468 | 9,071 | B10.1 vees. 564, 000 412, 000 976, 000 2, 360, 000
, K. 400 8,407 | 500.8 |..._. do. 408, 000 330, 000 738, 000 715, 000
Newport, Ky. 470 | 20,744 | 509.4 | Walls and levees. 1,411, 000 545, 000 1, 956, 000 8, 550, 000
Co Y 471 | 65,252 | 500.0 do. 673, 000 568, 000 2,241, 000 3, 308, 000
Ludlow, g.. 473 6,485 | B0S.1[..._. do. 954, 000 240, 000 1, 194, 000 748, 000
Bromley, e 474 1,017 | 507.7 | Levees 468, 000 300, 000 768, 000 240, 500
Lawrence! 403 4,072 | 501.7 | Raising exieting levees_____ . .| 1,450,000 238, 000 1, 688, 000 3, 504, 000
A 407 4,386 | 500.6 | Walls and levees. 1, 630, 000 600, 000 2, 230, 000 3, 135,000
Rising Ind 508 1,379 | 497.6 do 500, 000 52,000 552, 000 188, 200
Patriot, Ind 519 258 | 490.4 |..___do 283,000 | 126,000 409, 000 126, 000
\;m{hl‘;nd 538 1,183 | 4816 |._... do. T48, 000 220, 000 968, 000 178, 000
Carroliton, K 56| 2400| 47.0 773, 000 480,000 | 1, 253, 000 431,000
Prestonville, Ky BT 163 | 478.7 | Walls and lovees 478,000 | 200,000 [ 678,000 102, 000
Milton, K: 557 347 | 475.8 te wall 932, 000 13, 000 945, 000 96, 400
Madison, Ind 5568 6,530 | 475.3 |..._.do. 2, 160, 000 115, 000 2, 275, 000 502, 000
Westport, Ky. 580 317 | 468.3 |._... do. 602, 000 12,000 614, 000 12, 600
Utica, Ind____ 3 596 426 | 463 8 | Levees 587, 000 42,000 629, 000 131, 000
et 8 | 356 | 4605 ||Earth levee and concrete wall—.............. 3,000,000 | 1,210,000 | 4,210,000 | 21,000,000
ky 604 | 307,745 | 460.9 |_____ do. . 4,500,000 | 2,610,000 7, 110, 000 331, 000, 000
New Albany, Ind 609 | 25819 | 430.1 |.____do. 2,350, 000 470, 2, 820, 000 27, 000, 000
West Point, Ky. 630 | 697 | 453.5 | Levee 556,000 | 85.000 | 641,000 463,000
. Ind 648 203 | 447.0 | Levees. 422,000 75, 000 407, 000 114, 000
New Amsterdam, Ind 656 101 | 4445 | do 179, 000 3, 000 182, 000 30, 500
Leavenworth, Ind 664 418 | 4410 | Leveesand concrete walls .. 400, 000 90, 000 490, 000 163, 000
Alton, Ind 679 100 | 4325 Vees 95, 000 14, 000 110, 000 42, 200
Ky 626 163 | 4285 |__... [ 1 P ey e 222,000 16, 000 238, 000 36, 000
Derby, In 662 200 | 425.2 | Levee and concrete wall. ... _.ooooooooea.| 208, 000 21,000 229, 000 12, 000
Rome, Ind 701 175 | 420.0 g, DU ) 135, 000 24, 000 159, 000 24,000
Cloverport, Ky 71 1,324 | 415.1 | Levee and concrete wall _.. ... 258, 000 55, 000 813, 000 2183, 000
Hawesville, K: T4 700 | 400.2 |_____do. 685, 000 31, 000 716, 000 240, 000
ton, I T 2,265 400.7 ' ... .do.. 1, 040, 000 03, 000 1, 135, 000 1, 110, 000
Tell City, Ind 727 | 4873 40803 - do._ 1,195, 000 95,000 | 1,290,000 8, 000, 000
Troy, Ind 731 562 | 406.7 | Levee and concrete Wall c..ceeceecmacaaaaas 159, 000 45, 000 234, 000 115, 000
Ky. 738 574 | 403.0 | Levee. 137, 000 64, 000 201, 000 210, 000
G view, Ind 742 588 | 40L8 | Levee . .. ......... 203, 000 43,000 246, 000 230, 000
Rockport, Ind_ 747 | 2,306 | 399.4 | Levee and concrete wall___ 145, 000 43, 000 188, 000 200, 000
Owensbaro, Kg 756 | 22,765 | 394.1 |.__.. i, 250, 000 55, 000 305, 000 480, 000
gvmﬁm Loy } 798 | 10,000 [ 382.4 [..._.do.. 1,070,000 [ 300,000 | 2,270,000 | 36,000,000
Unicntown, Ky 842 1,235 | 377.1 | Levee. 260, 000 78, 0C0 338, 000 1,084, 000
#Included in Huntington population. tIncluded in Portsmouth population, #Included in Cincinnati population.




Ohio River Basin—Local protection plans—Continued
Estimated cost with 3 feet freeboard
Miles Popula- Maxi- above maximum high water Estimated
Name of city or town and State tl’,'ité': tion ?:;3 Plan of protection type ;,fg:r?;
burgh | (1989 [ pejght Construc- | Rights-of- | e | protected
tion way
Bhawneetown, I1L.. 858 1,440 | 373.4 | Levee. $375, 000 $120, 000 $405, 000 $622, 000
Caseyville, Ky 871 224 | B87L0 do. 149, 000 9, 000 158, 000 11, 000
Cave-in-rock, IIl 881 430 | 867.% |.-n-- do.. 000 40, 000 288, 000 75, 000
Tolu, th..-.-.- = 836 50| 365.0 |-..-.- do.. 114, 000 10, 000 124, 000 10, 000
Elizabe tawn. 11 889 488 do 210, 000 000 258, 000 48, 700
Rosiclare, Il 892 | 1,794 571, 000 60, 000 631, 000 225, 000
QGoleonda, Il ...... 902 1,184 s 380, 000 26, 000 460, 000 3468, 500
Smithland, Ky. 921 519 i 325, 000 120, 000 445, 000 150, 000
Paducah, Ky, 033 | 83,541 | 347.1 I..evsg. mmée wall and raising railroad 5,327,000 | 2,152, 000 7,479,000 68, 140, 000
embankmen!
Brookport, ITL . 038 1,336 | 346.3 | Levees and concrete Wallooooooaococanaanas 340, 000 130, 000 470, 000 714, 000
Metropolis, Til_._ 944 5,573 | 344.2 | Levee. 543, 000 142, 000 685, 000 827, 000
Harrisberg, I11. (Saline River) 7,125 | 375.9 | Levees 900, 000 140. 000 1, 046, 000 10, 600, 000
Belknap, 111, (Cache River) 25| 6.3 |- do. 90, 000 10, 000 100, 000 60, 000 -
Karnak, Ill. {Cache River) 771 | 341.5 | Levees and raising railroad embankment.. 190, 000 100, 000 290, 000 201, 000
Ullin, Il (Cache River) 800 | 340.0 |..___ 0.. 45, 000 10, 000 55, 000 275, 000 y
Total 190, 753,000 | 40,916,000 | 231, 669,000 | 1,906, 723, 300
I call attention to the fact that there is a break- | taries of the Mississippi River. Under leave to revise

down of the costs of the reservoirs recommended along
the tributaries of the Ohio River and along the ftribu-

follows:

Cost of proposed reservoirs
OHIO RIVER BASIN

and extend my remarks, I give the said break-down, as

Reservoir

To be To be borne by local interests

borne by
United

Btates—

Lands |Highways

Utllities
and other

E

Beaver River Basin:

$1, 100, 000

glsmmng._..

-

Litile Kanawha River Basin:

Burnsvill

g E

|-
Leading Creek
Bteer Creek

g

West Fork

Hocking River Basin: Athens County...

Big Sandy River Basin:
Yatesville___
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Cost of proposed reservoirs—Continued
MISSOURI RIVER BASIN

To be borne by local interests Total cost

To be ta local

borne by int ¢
Reservoir it Utilities |(exclusitve

i Lands |Highways| Railroads | and other | of con-

damages

Kansas River:

Tuttle Creek. $16, 574, 000 |$1,422,000 |$3, 451, 000 |5, 119, 000 $82, 000 |$10, 812, 000
Milford. > 17, 408, 000 | 1, 710, 000 632,000 | 3,385,000 | 1,258,000 | @, 985 000

Grand River: Chillicothe 12, 486, 000 | 6, 700, 000 | 4, 493,000 |12, 222, 000 None | 23,415,000

Gmmade River: Arlington 3, 635, 000 575, 000 378, 000 None None 853, 000

ver:

Ofiage = v 3,957,000 |11, 165,000 | 3,765,000 | 5,740,000 | 402,000 | 21,162,000
Bouth Grand._. 4,358,000 | 2,300,000 | 1,113,000 | 2, 452,000 None | 5,955,000
Pomme de Terre. 3,605,000 | 510,000 | 903,000 None None | 1,413,000

Total 61,923,000 (24,472,000 (14, 735,000 |25, 818, 000 | 2,570,000 | 70, 695, 000
MIDDLE MISSISSIFPI RIVER BASIN

Meramec River:

Meramec (mile 63.4) $4,384, 000 [$1,682,000 | $800, 000 [$1,900,000 | $145, 000 | $4, 527, 000

Big River__________._. i 2, 457, 000 632, 660, 000 one 78,000 | 1,665 000

Kaskaskia River: Carlyle 3,913,000 | 2,525,000 | 225,000 | 840, 263,000 | 3,853,000

Total 10,754,000 | 5,139,000 | 1,685,000 | 2,740,000 | 481,000 | 10,045,000
WIIITE RIVER BASIN

White River and tributaries:

Clearwater. ... $4, 500, 000 |$1, 000, 000 $60, 000 None None | $1, 060, 000
Greers Ferry. 2, 100, 000 500, 000 50,000 | $190, 000 None 740, 000
Water Valley 4, 850,000 | 1,075, 000 30, 000 None None | 1,105 000
Bell Foley.. 2, 320, 000 350, 000 60, 000 None None 410, 000
Rock . 10,800,000 | 975, 000 60, 000 None None | 1,035 000
07 W o A E G T ey [ 7, 300, 000 570, 000 100, 000 None None 670, 000
Total._. 31,870,000 | 4,470,000 | 360,000 | 190,000 None | 5,020,000
ARKANSAS RIVER BASIN

Arkansas River and tributaries:

Tenkiller Ferry. $10,300,000 | $650,000 | $30,000 , 000 None | 685,000
Nimrod._._. 1,300,000 | 1, 100, 000 25, 000 one None | 1,125 000

5 1 8,000,000 | 5,000,000 | 660,000 | 540,000 None | 6,200,000
Blue Mountain. 875, 000 240, 000 45, 000 80, 000 None 365, 000
Wister 2,200,000 | 1, 600, 000 300, 000 560, 000 None | 2,550,000
Oologah 2,360,000 | 3, 120,000 180, 000 None None | 3,300,000
Mannford 2,500,000 | 2,500,000 | 100,000 | 230,000 None | 2,830,000
Total. 27, 625,000 |14, 210,000 | 1,430,000 | 1,415, 000 None | 17, 055, 000

RED RIVER BASIN
Denison Reservoir ! |3%,000.000 |ss.mom i a sty 200,000 1o $10, 900, 000

1 Corrected Denison Reservoir costs—typographical error in report, Committes Doc. No. 1, 75th Cong., 1st sess.

There is also in the hearings a statement of the costs of
construction in the various districts along the Ohio River.
The Weather Bureau, the Forestry Service, the Soil Conser-
vation Service, and other bureaus of the Department of
Agriculture submitted valuable information, all of which
may be found in the hearings. The report of the Chief of
Engineers and letter of transmittal of the President of the
United States are also puklished in the hearings.

ERRONEOUS IDEAS ABOUT FLOODS

There are many erronecus ideas, and there is much mis-
information respecting floods and the solution of the flood
problem. Probably the most erroneous statement that I
ever heard came from a lawyer in the lower Mississippi Val-
ley whose law office was located on the landside slope of a
Mississippi River levee. He had lived in the same little river
town for 50 years. His theories were finespun and his
notions were most weird; his remedies for flood control were
utterly unsound.

There are many fallacious ideas widely held by people
of intelligence. I mention but a few of the popular erro-
neous beliefs:

First. It is said that floods are largely the work of man;
he is charged with being the despoiler of the lands and the
destroyer of the forests. Run-off has been increased, but
the fact remains that in mythical, as well as historical,

times many major floods occurred before the forests were
cleared or the grasses plowed.

Second. Again it has been stated that floods are much
worse than they were when America was young. The great-
est flood in the Mississippi Valley occurred in 1844. Prob-
ably the greatest flood in the Ohio Valley occurred in 1763.
There is nothing wrong with the statement that floods are
worse today than previously except that the statement is
not borne out by the facts.

Third. It is said that the large rivers carry much more
silt than they formerly did. This is especially alleged re-
specting the Mississippi River. Millions of years ago the
Gulf of Mexico covered the region we now call the Missis-
sippi Valley, and the Mississippi River emptied into the sea
somewhere in the vicinity of Cairo, Ill. Erosion occurred
then as now. The Mississippi River dumped an enormous
burden of earth in the ocean. Slowly as the ages came and
went the coast line was pushed to the south.

Fourth. It is stated that the bed of the Mississippi River
is rising at an enormous rate on account of deposits of silt.
It is thus alleged that the building of levees higher and
higher is necessary. It is also alleged that the bottom of the
Mississippi River at New Orleans is higher than the streets
of the city. The fact is that the river is constantly cleaning
out. Man is not responsible for all of the moods of the
Mississippi River. The greatest erosion results from the
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wear and tear on the banks of the stream itself. The state-
ment that the bed of the Mississippi River is rising is found
to be utterly unfounded. Occasionally the river bed has
risen a little in some locality, but just as often it is scoured
deeper in another. All well-informed engineers agree that
there is no general or continued trend either up or down.

The levees have been built higher and higher because the
people have demanded better protection. Instead of the
bottom of the river being above the streets of the city of
New Orleans, the fact is that the approximate mean depth
of the river at New Orleans is 105 feet below low water.
There is no evidence that the river bed at New Orleans, or
in the lower Mississippi Valley generally, has ever risen.

Fifth. Again, it is asserted that the way to prevent floods
is to keep the waters out of the streams by forests and soil
erosion. I do not underestimate conservation. I have al-
ready pointed out that some of the ancient floods were the
most destructive,

Sixth. Probably the most common of all the erroneous
theories is that floods can be completely controlled by reser-
voirs, and that reservoirs can be paid for by generating
power at the dams.

In 1937 there were 2,000,000 cubic feet per second flowing
past Cairo. The water which the Ohio River dumped into
the Mississippi River during January and February would
fill 100 reservoirs the size of the District of Columbia to a
depth of 20 feet. The District has an area of 70 square
miles. The water would have filled the Boulder Dam reser-
voir three times over and left an excess that would have
covered the District of Columbia 156 feet deep.

I am not arguing against reservoirs. I am saying that
dams alone will not do the job. It is wise to protect the
valleys of the tributaries themselves by reservoirs when the
cost is not too great. But local protective works are imper-
atively necessary. Including those already adopted and
those recommended, there are some 80 reservoirs along the
iributaries of the Ohio River. If all those 80 reservoirs had
been in operation during the flood this year, only one-half
of them would have been effective. There were no major
floods in the upper stretches of the Ohio River, and the reser-
voirs there would not have prevented the floods in the lower
1iver. Again, reservoirs on the tributaries of the Ohio River
could not have solved the problem in 1937—too much of the
heavy rainfall was concentrated right along the Ohio River
itself. Tributary reservoirs would be of assistance in lower-
ing flood crests, but they cannot prevent floods. Ohio floods
must be kept out of the cities and towns by walls and by
embankments. The Dayton reservoirs protected the Dayton
area, but the Miami watershed is only a small fraction of
the total Ohio watershed. The water which is kept out by
the Dayton reservoirs has little effect on the flood stage of
the river itself.

Thirteen earthen dams and one concrete dam are now
being constructed on the {ributaries of the Muskingum River.
The Muskingum drainage area is only about 8,000 square
miles. The Ohio watershed includes 204,000 square miles,
None of the five Dayton reservoirs and none of the Musk-
ingum reservoirs provides for the development of power.
There is a reason. To be effective for flood control a reser-
voir must be empty, or relatively so at the beginning of the
flood season. A dam with no head of water cannot generate
electricity. Not one of the 19 dams in the Miami and Musk-
ingum Valleys was designed for the production of elec-
tricity. The reason is the engineers were undertaking to
control floods. Flood control in the main, and especially east
of the Mississippi River, cannot finance itself.

The advocates of the development of power in reservoirs
in the eastern United States that are constructed for floed
control will be disappointed. Power and flood control in the
same reservoir are incompatible, There is but one river east
of the Mississippi River comparable to the West and South-
west where power and flood control are possible and prac-
ticable in the same reservoirs. That river is the Tennessee
River., There is no other Tennessee River in the eastern
section of the United States. Flood control and power are
provided for at Boulder Dam. Provision can be made for
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flood control and for the development of power along the
Red River, notably at Denison, Tex., and along the White
River, but generally, as I have stated, east of the Mississippi
River power and flood control in the same river are incom-
patible,
MISSISSIPPI RIVER CONQUERED

The flood of 1937 from Cairo to Helena was the highest in
the history of that stretch of the Mississippi River. For the
first time a major flood was carried in safety befween the
levees to the Gulf of Mexico. The engineers of the Army
were enfrusted with the flood control of the lower Mississippi
River for the first time under the act of 1928. The theory
that levees only would control the floods in the Mississippi
River was exploded. A floodway to protect Cairo was pro-
vided. A floodway to protect the city of New Orleans was
constructed. An outlet through the Atchafalaya has been
opened up. A diversion to supplement the levees was pro-
vided. The levees were raised about 3 feet, but two addi-
tional important steps were taken—cut-offs have been con-
structed and diversions have been provided for. When the
protective works have been completed the lower Mississippi
River will be controlled.

OHIO RIVER THE NEXT BIG JOB

The next big task for flood control in the United States is
the Ohio River. Levees comparable to those along the
lower Mississippi River will not work along the Ohio River;
it is a different kind of a stream. Continuous levee lines
would not be practicable, for nearly everywhere ancient hills
slope sharply down to the stream, constricting the flood
plain to narrow bottoms. These same hills would prevent
cut-offs and auxiliary floodways. The solution of the prob-
lem in the Ohio is levees and river walls to protect the cities
and populous communities, and reservoirs along the fribu-
taries to supplement the local protective works.

LIGERALIZATION COR FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION

It is evident that many of the reservoirs provided in the
Omnibus Flood Control Act of 1936 will never be con-
structed. The local interests cannot provide for the lands
and flowage rights. There are some notable exceptions, A
populous area like Pittsburgh and a great State like Penn-
sylvania may provide for lands and flowage rights for reser-
voirs for the protection of the Pittsburgh area. The New
England States, by proper compacts, may provide for the
lands and flowage rights to protect the large centers of
population in those States. Lands and flowage rights may be
furnished for the rather small reservoirs in southern New
York.

In the Southwest a similar situation obtains, but it is
evident that along the White River, and other tributaries
of the Mississippi River, as well as along the tributaries of
the Ohio River, the local interests will be unable to provide
the lands and flowage rights for reservoirs. State compacts
will not avail. It is impossible to estimate the benefits to
the different localities and to the different States.

In the comprehensive flood control bill that the country
expects next session, I believe that there must be a liberali-
zation of the Federal contribution toward the construction
of reservoirs for flood controlL

WHAT IS THE UNITED STATES GOING TO DO ABOUT THE PROBLEM OF
FLOOD CONTROL?

If there are to be public expenditures for unemployment
I know of no better way to disburse these funds than a
flood-control program that would give priority to emer-
ency work and prevent a recurrence of the 1937 flood in the
lower Ohio and Mississippi Valleys. Great floods, like the
sword of Damocles, hang over thousands and thousands of
men, women, and children in the United States. I trust
that the Committee on Flood Control will report, and that
the Congress of the Unifed States, at its next session, will
adopt a comprehensive plan of national flood control for
all of the rivers in all parts of our common country.

I like to think of America not so much as a land of banks
and factories, not so much as a country of great cities and
magnificent highways, but as the homes of the greatest and
best people in all the world. The first duty of the Govern-
ment is to protect the lives and property of its citizens.
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I believe in internal improvements. Public works cbtain
in all progressive countries. I sympathize with the problem
of unemployment in the great cities and populous com-
munities. If the problem is to be solved, many workmen
must leave their present places of abode. The Panama
Canal was not constructed by those who lived in the vicinity
of that monumental improvement. Laborers were trans-
ported for the work. The transcontinental railways in the
United States were not built by those who lived on the plains
and in the mountains. Here again labor was transported.
Unemployment in the congested centers was relieved. Per-
manent public works will provide for unemployment; the
funds will not be wasted or dissipated; permanent improve-
ments will result.

The people of the United States are determined not to
perish in great floods, but to be protected from great
floods.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CARLSON].

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall use a few moments
to pay tribute to the chairman of the Flood Control Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON].

This legislation we have here today is the result of a reso-
lution that was submitted to General Markbam, Chief of
Engineers, from the Flood Control Committee under date
of February 10, requesting a complete report on the Ohio
River and its tributaries, the Mississippi and the Missouri
and their tributaries. The Members of the House well re-
member the severe flood which we had at that time on the
Ohio River, which was highly dramatized by the newspapers
and the radio. We were all concerned about it. Today we
come in with a bill authorizing an appropriation of $25,-
000,000 to aid in the flood protection of this stream. The
chairman of our committee has stated that the loss due to
this flood was estimated at $400,000,000, pessibly {wice that
when you consider the economic loss in that section. There-
fore, while I am happy over the amount this bill contains,
I think it is regrettable that we did not bring a larger amount
for flood control, not only for this river, but for other rivers
in the United States.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CARLSON. Yes.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. It is fair to say that the committee
delayed the consideration of the comprehensive plan reluc-
tantly, and the committee intends to bring in a compre-
hensive bill not only for the Ohio River and its tributaries,
but for other rivers, at the next session of the Congress.

Mr, CARLSON. I thank the gentleman.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. It is also true that this bill was
reported unanimously by the committee and has the ap-
proval of the Budget, the Department of Agriculture, and
the War Department.

Mr. CARLSON. If the chairman will permit, I was just
coming to that point. This bill has the approval of the com-
mittee and it comes with the assurance that next year we
expect to go into this matter further and report to this
House legislation that will deal with all of these streams
with which we are vitally concerned. The Ohio River has
a flood one year, your river in your community has a flood
next year. In fact, we cannot tell where the flood will be.
Therefore I am sincerely hoping that next year we will be
able to bring in a comprehensive flood-control bill.

I want to discuss for a few moments one phase of this
bill, and that is section 3. The War Department has com-
plete charge of flood-control projects on major streams.
The Department of Agriculture in the act of 1936 was given
watershed control, This act enlarges that confrol. That is
what I want to speak of. I think most of us feel the time
has arrived in the United States when we must begin to
have water control at its source. Therefore we used the
words in this legislation “water run-off” and “water retarda-
tion.” I think we should begin immediately to control water
at its source. Personally I feel we have been great wasters
as a nation. We have destroyed and wasted some of our
great natural resources, especially land and water, We are
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destroying them rapidly. We have destroyed 100,000,000
acres of land by erosion. Dr. Hugh Benneit says we are
losing every year 200,000 acres of our most fertile soil.
Therefore I am very much interested in this particular
phase of the legislation that deals with water run-off,

I am especially interested in that because in the Midwest
we have seven or eight States that are vitally concerned in
water conservation and water run-off. Personally I am con-
vinced that the future of a large section of seven or eight
States, including the Dakotas, Minnesota, Colorado, Kansas,
Nebraska, Texas, Oklahoma, and New Mexico is going to be
determined by the amount of water we can conserve and
use. This legislation is & step in that direction.

I want to speak for the construction of ponds, or anything
that we may build out in that section that will hold the
water after it falls. As far as the State of Kansas is con-
cerned, I am proud of our pond-building record. Since 1934
we have a program of 50,000 ponds in the State of Kansas.
We have constructed now over 3,000 ponds, with a minimum
capacity of 15 acre-feet of water. This has been done
through the cooperation of the Works Progress Administra-
fion and the Governors of our State. I am very happy over
the results we have achieved. The State of Kansas is as-
sisting in this and it may be of interest to other States as to
the aid we give. Our State gives a reduction in taxable
value of $40 for every acre-foot of waler that can be con-
served in these ponds. If has done a great deal to aid in
the construction of the ponds.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from EKansas has expired.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman
from Kansas 2 additional minutes.

Mr. CARLSON. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma
[hMr. FErRGUSONI.

Mr. FERGUSON. In regard to the ponds in Kansas, I
just had the privilege of flying over the State of Kansas
right after a big rain, and from the air it looked like that
area had turned into the lake region of Minnesota. You
have done a very effective job, and a lot of water that
ordinarily would have been wasted is now stored in the
EKansas plains,

Mr. CARLSON. I thank the gentleman for that contri-
bution, because so many people feel we do not have any
water run-off. I would like to discuss the flood on the Re-
publican River in May and June 1935, and only wish I had
more time.

This stream has its source in Colorado and, after flowing
half way across the State of Nebraska, turns down into
Eansas and is a tributary of the Kansas River. Few realize
the enormity of this flood.

The loss of life was greatest in the upper parts of the
valley in Colorado and Nebraska, where the flood occurred
at night. A total of 110 lives were lost. The loss of live-
stock was 20,593. More than 275,000 acres of farm land
were damaged, most of which contained growing crops or
hay. Several hundred miles of highways and railroads were
destroyed or damaged, also 515 highway bridges and many
railroad bridges. The number of homes destroyed or dam-
aged was very large, especially in the upper part of the
valley, where the water rose to unprecedented heights. In
Kansas 1,485 homes and 1,552 buildings other than homes
were fooded.

We are much concerned about legislation that will assist
us in controlling these flood waters at their source.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Will the gentlemean yield for me
to make a short statement, in view of the limited time?

Mr. CARLSON. 1 yield to the chairman,

Mr, WHITTINGTON. The hearings on this legislation
are valuable. They contain an exhaustive report by the
Chief of Engineers covering flood control and reservoirs for
power and flood control. They contain probably the most
exhaustive statements ever made by the Soil Conservation
Service, by the Forestry Service, and by the Weather Bureau
with respect to floods. There are many other statements
that would be valuable to those interested in floods, as well
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as a letter from the President of the United States trans-
mitting the report of the Chief of Engineers to the Com-
mittee on Flood Control.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
from Kansas has again expired.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as
he may desire to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
CooPeR].

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I realize that the time is very
limited for debate on the pending bill, and there is really
not much necessity for further debate, because the distin-
guished chairman of the committee has fully covered the bill
in his splendid remarks, and there appears to be very little,
if any, opposition to the measure.

I have very actively supported and worked for the passage
of flood-control legislation during the entire time I have been
privileged to serve as a Member of Congress, and am glad to
have an opportunity to raise my voice in support of this bill.
While this measure does not go as far as I would like, yet
we realize that under the program of the President it is all
that we can hope to get at this time.

I have been especially active in my efforts to secure proper
consideration and the passage of further legislation for the
benefit of that area in Tennessee along the Mississippi River
in the district which I have the honor to represent. This is
the largest unprotected area along the Mississippi River,
embracing some half a million acres of the finest land to be
found anywhere., I have been assured by the Government
engineers that sufficient provisions have been made both in
legislative authority and appropriation of funds to provide
for the extension of the levee from Tiptonville, Tenn., to the
mouth of the Obion River, and that this work will be under
way just as promptly as possible, I am hoping that in the
legislation which is contemplated for the next session of
Congress that proper provisions will be made for flowage
rights for the unprotected part of this area, and I shall cer-
tainly continue my efforts to accomplish this result.

I have also been especially active in endeavoring fo secure
proper and very badly needed assistance for dredging and
channel improvement of the Obion, South Fork, Forked
Deer, and Hatchie Rivers in Tennessee. A most serious
drainage and flood problem has existed on these rivers for
some time, and I am especially gratified that provision is in-
cluded in this bill whereby this much-needed improvement
can be made on these rivers. I have conferred repeatedly
with the engineers and have been assured that this work
will be done as promptly as possible.

The pending bill should be passed by all means, and the
investigations of the Army engineers carried forward as now
contemplated and a report made, and further flood-control
legislation extending even greater benefits should be passed
early in the next session of Congress.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as
he may desire to the gentleman from California [Mr. Buckl.

Mr, BUCK. Mr. Speaker, would time permit, I had in-
tended to discuss the bill more thoroughly. I ask unani-
mous consent to revise and extend my remarks on the bill
at this point in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, had the pending bill come up
qnder different circumstances; that is, under the, ordinary
rules of the House, or a special rule which permitted
amendment, I had intended to offer an amendment for the
serious consideration of the House.

A comprehensive flocd-control system for the Sacramento
River in California was authorized in the Flood Control Act
of March 1, 1937, and modified and extended by the Flood
Control Act of May 15, 1928. Not going into unnecessary
detail, I should like to call attention to the fact that the
total cost of this entire flood-control system was estimated
at $51,000,000, and that the Federal appropriation authorized
for the execution of the parts of the project undertaken at
Federal cost was $17,600,000. This authorization, with the

The time of the gentlema;n
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passage of the present non-Military Establishment bill, will
be entirely exhausted. The amount of money appropriated in
that bill for the continuation of the Sacramento River flood-
control work is not sufficient to complete the necessary work
of wave-wash protection, levee set-back, or bank revetment.

In response to a resolution adopted by the Committee on
Commerce of the United States Senate, December 13, 1935,
the Board of Army Engineers has proceeded to review the
previous reports with a view to determining whether any
modification in the existing project with respect to the
maintenance of these project works is advisable at the pres-
enf time. Under date of June 24, 1937, Maj. Gen. E. M.
Markham transmitted the report of the Board, together with
his own recommendations, to the Senate committee. Of
course, this document was not available to the House Com-
mittee on Flood Control, whose chairman, Mr. WHITTINGTON,
had already the day before introduced the pending bill in
the House; and it would have been impossible for the com-
mittee to have included these recommendations in its
report.

However, the recommendations provide for a further ex-
penditure by the Federal Government for the maintenance
of the enlarged channel of the river below Cache Slough,
including the protfection of its shores and the maintenance
and operation of gages on navigable streams and channels.
The State of California is to assume the maintenance of the
weirs at the head of the bypasses, except for the construc-
tion of such protection of fthe river bank as may be neces-
sary to insure their permanence. State or local contribu-
tions of one-third of the cost of bank-protection works and
levee set-backs are recommended. With this contribution,
the estimated further cost to the Federal Government will
amount to a total of $2,500,000. This work will be under-
taken over a period of 5 years, beyond which period the
Board of Army Engineers does not make any recommenda-
tions at this fime. It is obvious that by the end of that
period, further consideration of construction and protection
will have to be given, particularly in view of the fact that
during this same period of 5 years, construction on the Ken-
nett Dam under the Central Valley water project will be
proceeding. Toward this dam there has already been au-
thorized a Federal appropriation of $12,000,000. It is obvi-
ous that its completion will have a beneficial effect on both
navigation and flood control, but it will not completely solve
the situation, for not all of the water in the lower Sacra-
mento will come through Kennett Dam., The work recom-
mended by the Board of Army Engineers to the extent of
$2,500,000 will, however, accomplish what is immediately and
urgently needed in the execution of bank-protection works
recommended by the California Debris Commission.

It had been my purpose to offer an amendment adding a
new section to the bill providing that the project for the
confrol of floods in the Sacramento River, Calif., should
be modified in accordance with the report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 24, 1937, to which I have referred, and
subject to the conditions set forth in said report. Amend-
ments not being in order under suspension of the rules, it
will be necessary for me to ask one of the California Sen-
ators to urge the inclusion of a similar provision in the bill
when it is before the Senate; and when the bill comes back
to conference, if such amendment is adopted, I sincerely
hope that it will have the approval of the conferees.

I have taken the time of the House to explain this matter
somewhat in detail so that when such a conference report
does come back the Members may be informed. This is not
a new work—it is a continuation of an existing work on
which over $50,000,000 have been spent, and is vitally neces-
sary to the protection of the Federal interest in both navi-
gation and flood control.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as
he may desire to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Dunnl.

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that Pittsburgh and
other places endangered by floods will, in the near future,
obtain sufficient appropriations for the prevention of floods.
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If we were to spend a billion dollars for the prevention
of floods, it would not be one cent too much. In 2 years
hundreds of millions of dollars’ damage was brought about
because of these disasters, The construction of reservoirs,
dams, ponds, canals, and other projects would undoubtedly
not only prevent disastrous floods but forest fires, dust
storms, and droughts. No place in the United States or its
possessions would ever need to be without water if such
projects were constructed.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. Dxon] 1 minate.

Mr. DIXON. Mr, Speaker, it would be presumptuocus for
me to attempt to deal with the technical engineering fea-
tures for the elimination of future floods. General Mark-
ham has already very ably explained the survey made by
the Army engineers to this committee. I come before you,
however, to remind this committee of its obligation to the
citizens of the Ohio Valley.

There is little need of my delving deeply into the miilions of
dollars in property damage, as well as the loss of hundreds of
lives. However, I should like to mention that it was esti-
mated that the flood drove 103,000 from their homes; 24
counties of the State of Ohio were affected by the flood
and there was extreme damage in 8 of those counties.
The Red Cross alone cared for and fed 84,000 persons in
Ohio, and Cincinnati alone suffered a loss in property dam-
age of approximately $27,000,000.

But the figures tell only part of the tragic story. Mothers,
fathers, brothers, sisters, and friends separated and depend-
ent upon charity, crowded together in every conceivable
kind of shelter, thousands upon thousands homeless—sick-
ness, suffering, and disease tells a powerful story that cannot
be calculated in terms of the dollar mark.

Fifty-five disastrous floods have occurred in the Ohio Val-
ley during the last 60 years. General Markham in a recent
statement asserted the entfire program would not cost as
much as the damage done by the recent flood. The dam-
age of the January flood alone equaled $440,000,000. No
record seems to have been kept of the total damage of floods,
but if $440,000,000 is a modest estimate for damage caused
by the past flood, it would be more conservative to place the
grand total in excess of a billion dollars for the past 60
years. If we have lost a billion dollars in past floods, we
certainly could expect to lose no less in the future, so the
investment of $310,000,000 or thereabouts would bring a
dividend of $690,000,000, truly a handsome saving to our
Government.

I should like to quote to the gentlemen of the committee
a few striking points brought ouf in a splendid article ap-
pearing in the Washington Herald January 27, 1937:

Comprehensive plans for the restraint of floodwaters were
worked out in detail by competent engineers and have been avail-
able for years, proving that flood control is possible. Responsi=-
bility, therefore, for inaction rests largely upon the Federal Gov-
ernment, and the problem exists today mainly because the
methods of solution have not been used. There has always been
a great deal of talk about flood control, but little action. For at
least one decade specific recommendations have been in the Gov-
ernment files. Some of the recommendations have been waiting
m&%ﬁm mysw approved ‘a program of flood control that
according to Army engineers would eliminate all of floods
in the Ohio Valley, but the Budget Bureau failed to approve the
spending of the money that would have taken that program off
the blueprints and put it in action. The program would build
great reservoirs on the headwaters of the Ohio River, impounding
surplus waters in flood seasons and releasing them in dry seasons.
That program would have entailed the expenditure of $310,000,-
000; certainly an insignificant sum beside other New Deal
expenditures.

The time is here; there should be no further delay; the
entire Nation is anxious for the Federal Government to be-
gin this work under the direction of Army engineers. The
great Queen City of the West, Cincinnati, with its wonderful
diversified business, its truly American citizens, who when
misfortune visited Chicago, Johnstown, San Francisco, and all
other places and serious trouble resulted, were always listed
as the first to recognize suffering and disaster with a fine
feeling for an American duty and contributed to the fullest
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extent with money, doctors, nurses, and supplies. Because
of this the entire United States is anxious and willing that
some worth-while plan be immediately adopted so that
preparations for the elimination of future disasters, such as
the flood of 1937, may be undertaken. [Applause.]

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. CRowE] such time as he may desire.

Mr. CROWE. Mr. Speaker, in supporting H. R. 7646, by
Hon. WiLriam M. WHITTINGTON, chairman of the Flood Con-
trol Committee, I support legislation of unusual merit.
Floods in any river and tributaries such as the Ohio become
a National Federal problem. Cities are unable to cope with
the overflow of many miles above them.

There are various estimates of the losses in the Ohio Valley
and its tributaries during the 1937 fioods. The War Depart-
ment placed the losses at something over $400,000,000.
Others estimated at figures greatly in excess of this amount.
Losses always in the finality from all sources amount to more
than can be seen on the surface at the time of the loss.

In my representation in Congress of the Ninth Indiana Dis-
trict there is approximately 150 miles of water front on the
Ohio River, starting at just above Lawrenceburg, Ind., and
extending to just below the cities of Jeffersonville and Clarks-
ville, Ind. Those two cities were almost entirely submerged
by the recent floods. Their losses reach into millions of
dollars, as well as tremendous losses at other cities between
those two, and in addition to that great losses by farmers on
farm lands and buildings, crops, stock, and so forth. This
legislation, however, is the forerunner to more permanent
legislation and will take care of levees and water walls fo
cities where the losses were the greatest. It is imperative
that this be done and done as speedily as possible before we
are menaced with recurring floods next year.

Over the long-haul program of flood control means will be
interwoven into it of reforestation and the elimination of soil
erosion. Ground covering and conserving the water where it
falls is imperative to save the soil, to raise the water level, to
reproduce our timberlands, and fo allow our river channels
to ultimately clean themselves from silt and cause a more uni=
form flow of water throughout the year in the streams. Tem-
porarily, however, in advance of that must come levees and
water walls to protect cities from the return of devastating
floods such as those had in the Ohio and its tributaries in the
years 1936 and 1937. The chairman of the Flood Control
Committee [Mr. WaITTINGTON] is entitled to a lot of thanks
by every Member of the House whose district is affected by
the floods.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. WearRIN] such time as he may desire.

Mr. WEARIN. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House,
I want to express my appreciation for the fact that the
chairman of the Committee on Flood Control, Mr. WaIT-
TINGTON, permitied us to include in the pending legislation
& provision for preliminary surveys of the Nishnabotna and
Boyer Rivers in our congressional district and I hope to be
able o add the Nodaway in the very near future. It has
always been my contention that control of floodwaters
should begin on the smaller tributaries of the larger streams.
Buch action will serve the dual purpose, namely, of pre-
venting vast damage in the lowlands of the Mississippi and
Ohio and at the same time conserve moisture in Iowa, Ne-
braska, Kansas, and other like regions where it is needed.

The conservation of water at its origin will in a larger
sense contribute to the preservation of soil fertility. It is im-
possible to estimate how many hundreds of acres of rich
soil is carried away in every one of our major floods to be
spread on the Delta at the mouth of the Mississippi where
it is lost to our farmers.

The measure that Chairman Warrrmneron has brought to
the House is directing the energy of the Federal Govern-
ment in the direction outlined above and for that reason is
most commendable. I am sure that the citizens of our con-
gressional district will appreciate the consideration, and there
is no doubt but what posterity will benefit from the pro-
cedure,
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Mr, ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. JENkINs] 8 minutes.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am glad for all
the indications which point unerringly, I hope, to the pas-
sage of this bill this afternoon; and, as one Congressman
who comes from a district that has been sorely stricken in
the recent floods of 1937, I take this opportunity to thank
everybody who has had anything to do with the preparation
of this bill and those who will vote for its passage, because
it is a very meritorious bill. I am sorry only that it pro-
vides for only $24,877,000. It should provide for at least
twice this amount. My own individual district has lost
nearly $24,000,000 in the recent 1937 flood. This amount
will, however, be a start in the right direction. This is not
a free grant by any means. But we are going to have to
match that $24,000,000 in order to get it. In this connec-
tion I want to discuss, just for a minute, how this bill comes
up for consideration at this time, especially for those of our
friends who are always with us on these flood-control propo-
sitions. And I want you to know that the passage of this
bill does not answer every call for flood relief. This bill is
only the first step in what I hope will develop into a Nation-
wide plan. This bill goes only in one direction. It provides
.primarily for the erection and construction of municipal
flood defenses.

The bill authorizes $24,877,000 to be used in just about
that one way. And it provides that, in order for any mu-
nicipality to get one single dollar of this money for flood
defenses, that municipality must provide all the rights-of-
way necessary for the construction, and must arrange to
pay all damages resulting from the removal of roads or
railroads, and similar changes that may be necessary. The
municipality, will in effect, say to the Government: “Here
is the land, here is a place; now come along and build for
us a flood wall or levees. There is many a town—in fact,
practically all the towns along the Ohio River—that will not
be able to meet the requirements of this bill. Cincinnati prob-
ably can do it, Louisville maybe can do it, Huntington,
‘W. Va., thinks it can do it, but I doubt very much if my
own home city of Ironton, Ohio, 95 percent of which was
under water, will be able to meet the requirements of this
bill. Let me give you some figures which I received from the
Army engineers this morning with reference to what will
be required of us. The Army engineers estimate that in
order to keep out the floods that are classed as the regular
floods that come nearly annually, our city will have to spend
at least $1,000,000. This proposed protection will not pro-
tect against the 1913 or the 1927 floods. It will only hold
back the backwater which comes in from a small stream
in the lower end of our city. Of this one million the city
of Ironton will have to come forward with more than $300,-
000, which is the estimated value of the rights-of-way and
damages.

I am afraid that we cannot do this. I am afraid that the
legal debt limitations have already been reached in our city.
I expect to have the proper officials investigate to determine
whether we can avail ourselves of the benefits of this law.
Something will have to be done to enable the municipalities
which suffered so badly to secure relief. For a law which
only carries relief to the strong, and which denies it to the
weak, will not be well received in the long run. If it opens
the door to more satisfactory opportunities later it will have
served its purpose. I now yield to the chairman of the
committee,

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentleman should bear in
mind that when we change the yardstick of basing contribu-
tions it will apply or should apply not only to this bill now
under consideration but to the act passed in 1936 and to all
other flood-control acts. The yardstick should be uniform
throughout.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. While I expected to develop
this further, I am glad the chairman brought that
point out at this time because as things now stand it will be
humanly impossible for most of the local communities on
the Ohio River to come forward with their portion. I be-
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lieve that the communities should participate to a certain
extent, for otherwise the whole thing could be used as a
football of politics, and a lot of small communities would
want to have construction out of proportion to their ap-
praised value; but I hope that the time will soon come when
the percentage for participation will be lowered, when we
will not have to put up an equal share, because then every
little city, every little town, will strive to avail itself of the
worth-while help tendered by this act, and walls will be built
around many of these little towns.

We cannot provide enough money this year to make all
the improvements necessary. In fact, it would be impossible
to carry on all this work in 1 year or even in 5 years, and
I shall encourage the municipalities in my section to make
an effort to meet the requirements of this bill and shall
continue fo do what I can to bring the most practical relief
possible to all the small cities. :

That brings me to this point: This is not the only flood-
relief bill from which relief will come in this session of Con-
gress. My understanding is that we will have about sixty
million in addition to this twenty-four million. Most of this
sixty million has already been allocated or at least it has ten-
tatively been allocated and much of it will go to the con-
struction of dams and reservoirs in the Pittsburgh territory.
These dams will hold back great reservoirs of water. When-
ever that is done that will help every community lower
down the river. These dams and reservoirs above Pitts-
burgh will call for the expenditure of several millions of
dollars by the State of Pennsylvania or the municipalities
that are located near the improvements. The people must
provide all rights-of-way, and so forth. Of course, that sec-
tion being the largest manufacturing section in the world,
may be able to furnish these funds. I hope they can. We
will all benefit from it.

This brings me to the further point that there is one dam
in particular that is very important. In fact, I think it
is the most important unit in the whole flood-control pro-
gram. We must do something about seeing to it that this
project is carried on at once. I refer to the Bluestone Dam
located on the headwaters of New River. This is the one
dam that will do more to help all the people along the Ohio
River than any other one project that the Army engineers
have passed upon. That is located, as I have said, on the
headwaters of the New River, probably 60 miles from its con-
fluence with the Gauley River, which join about 30 miles
above Charleston to form the Kanawha River. And the
Kanawha empties into the Ohio at Point Pleasant, W. Va.

When that dam is finished, it will have cost approxi-
mately $10,000,000. It is estimated it will hold back enough
water so that 3 feet on the average will be taken off the
crest of floods at all points from where it flows into the
Ohio River at Point Pleasant for about 150 miles as it flows
down foward Cincinnati. Of course, I mean floods which
are caused primarily by unusual precipitation of rain or
snow in that vast mountain region which drains into the
Ohio. The Bluestone will be a wonderful project. It will
be located in the mountain section close to the line between
the southeastern part of West Virginia and the southwestern
corner of old Virginia.

But what is holding that up? The law at this time pro-
vides that the people living in the vicinity of that project
or some political subdivision of the State must come forward
and provide the rights-of-way necessary for this improve-
ment. This would require the purchase of the dam site, and
also many thousands of acres of land, for this reservoir
will cover many thousands of acres. The total cost of land
and damages would be about two million. The population
is sparse in that section and the value of land per acre is
very low. The people in the immediate section would re-
ceive little or no benefit from the construction of that
reservoir, and they could not furnish the funds with which
to purchase the rights-of-way. This dam does not mean
much to them, and this reservoir will impound a large
amount of water and thus keep it out of the main stream
in floodtime. It will also have that great storage of water
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which can be released in the summer to maintain a steady
flow of water when needed.

A dam, similar to the one proposed at Bluestone, has
been constructed over at Grafton, W. Va. This is a gigantic
structure. It is as large as the Norris Dam. This dam is
known as the Tygart Dam. If is almost completed. I visited
it a few days ago, and it has been paid for altogether by the
Government. The righis-of-way were purchased by the
Government, the dam was constructed by the Government,
and everything done by the Government, as it should be
done. The benefits are Nation-wide. The Government
should do the same thing with the Bluestone Dam. The
benefits there will be Nation-wide. The Government should
provide the right-of-way in all this mountainous country,
because Cincinnati, Huntington, and all of the many cities
along the Ohio River will benefit by reason of this improve-
ment.

May I say to the Members of the House that a delegation
is expected to go down and see the President in a day or
two to find out whether or not he will provide some relief
money or some other kind of money with which to buy
that land so that the Army engineers can go ahead with
that project. I understand that the plans are all prepared,
and if the Government would buy the land the work could
start just as soon as the bids could be received and the
contract awarded legally.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENEKINS of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from
Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I may say I am in sympathy with
the gentleman’s statement with respect to the Bluestone
Reservoir. As a member of the committee of conference
it was intended by section 3 of the omnibus act to include
that reservoir and have it provided for under the terms of
that act, just as the Conchez proposition in New Mexico
was provided for.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I thank the gentleman and we
will appreciate his help. The plans have been furnished
and the Army engineers say that in 2 weeks they could pro-
ceed with the necessary preliminary srrangements if they
had the money.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield fo the gentleman from
Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. How much power will be generated at that
dam when completed?

Mr, JENKINS of Ohio.
mean?

Mr. RANKIN. The Bluestone Dam.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I do not know anything about
that. In fact I hope it will be held as a flood-control
project and not a power project. I hope there will not be
any power generated, as far as I am concerned, for the
reason that if we have to provide for a power dam it will
cost so much we will not get any flood relief. I have heard
many prominent engineers testify as to whether it is wise
to combine power and flood control into the same projects.
They all disapprove of that plan. They claim that for
power purposes there must be kept a full head of water
against the dam, while for flood control the reservoir should
be emptied before the flood and filled up with floodwaters.

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from
Kentucky.

Mr. MAY. I was wondering if, as a matter of fact, under
the relief bill, which allows large sums of money for the
Public Works Administration, it would not be possible to get
some money out of those funds?

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. My understanding is that Mr.
Hopkins has agreed that in the general allocation of relief
work he will be able to assign enough relief work to amount
to about $48,000,000. It is not always safe to rely on a gen-
eral statement, for the amount of labor available in one of
these mountain sections is very uncertain, and again we find
that relief labor is not adaptable to flood-control projects.

What dam does the gentleman
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The building of huge steel and concrete structures is danger-
ous and skilled men are usually required. The average relief
workers have had no experience and are not qualified to do
it, although I am glad to say that upon the occasion of my
recent visit to the Grafton Dam a good deal of work was
being done by relief. The constructing engineer told me
much of it was satisfactory. I saw many men doing car-
penter and similar work. I hope that Mr. Roosevelt and
Mr. Hopkins will see to it that we get a very good contribu-
tion in this respect. While this bill may not be of much
benefit to my section I am supporting it loyally. I hope
that Congress will continue to look with favor on a compre-
hensive flood-control program so that we will within the
next 5 or 10 years have provided ourselves so that we can
compel Old Man River to stay away from our doors.
[Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. WrrEROW].

Mr. WITHROW. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
chairman of the Committee on Flood Control a question.
I am wholeheartedly supporting this legislation, but I am
particularly interested in a survey of the Kickapoo River,

Mr. WHITTINGTON. My recollection is the Flood Con-
trol Committee reported that bill, the House passed it, and
it is now pending in the other body. I may say it is the
purpose of the other body, and I am so advised, to include
all preliminary examination and survey bills that have been
introduced in that body, and passed by this body, and not
passed by the other body by way of amendment, and I think
that course should be pursued with respect to the river
mentioned by the gentleman,

Mr. WITHROW. In case the Senate bill and House bill
go to conference, it will be the policy of the conferees to
include the Kickapoo survey?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. All survey bills have been passed
by either body, and not by the other, will be included.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr, Speaker, I yield the remainder
of the time on this side to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. ALLEN].

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, first, I desire to con-
gratulate the chairman of the Flood Committee, Mr. Wt~
TiNGTON, and the members of the Flood Commiftee for the
noteworthy work that they have done in reporting a bill with
much merit. Their work has been most difficult, actuated by
the many floods that have occurred in the United States the
past few years, leaving behind nothing but ruin. Unques-
tionably, it is true that the committee has not been able to
include in this general bill all the bills introduced with the
purpose of remedying flood condifions, but it evidences a
determined intention on the part of the committee to con-
tinue from year to year such a bill which when executed will
eventually eliminate the greafer part of flood destruction
throughout the entire United States.

It is true that work necessary in the reducing of flood haz-
ards is costly. The building of dams and locks, the building
of reservoirs and refaining walls, the clearing of channels is
expensive. But with the completion of the work we will have
the knowledge that many lives will be saved; we will have
the knowledge that hundreds of millions of dollars of homes
and other private property will be saved; we will have the
knowledge that thousands of men out of work will receive
employment. Their work will be something worth while,
something of a permanent nature, something that will be of
benefit to millions of people. The great majority of the
people are not adverse to the Government engaging the
services of the unemployed on worth-while projects. They
appreciate that those who are unable to find work must be
provided for. The only criticism that I have found is that

the Government has too often employed these men on un-
worthy projects. Too often the unemployables have been
assigned to work that accomplished little or no good. The
delegation of men on work of this nature would receive the
hearty endorsement of every taxpayer. The people of the




1937

United States are united behind us in the expenditure of
money for the control of floods. They know that for every
dollar we spent in this work, thousands of dollars will be
saved in property in the various flood areas.

In the main, this bill provides for the expenditure of
$24,877,000 for the construction of levees, flood walls, and
drainage structures for the protection of cities and towns in
the Ohio River Basin, the projects to be selected by the Chief
of Engineers, with the approval of the Secretary of War. It
provides that any funds appropriated may be used for plant,
material, supervisory, and skilled services necessary with re-
lief labor furnished under the provisions of the Emergency
Relief Appropriation Act of 1937. * You are all familiar with
the January flood of the Ohio River, which resulted in the
loss of many lives and the destruction of hundreds of millions
of dollars in property.

The entire population of several cities had to leave their
homes and the necessity arose for the sending in of Federal
troops. The President of the United States, the War De-
partment, the Flood Committee, every Governor of those
affected States, the various chambers of commerce and busi-
ness organizations urge a prompt remedy. They are wailing
for us to come to their assistance, and I am sure that we will
not disappoint them.

In addition to the Ohio River phase this bill provides for
an authorization for preliminary surveys and examination in
a list of localities under section 5. There is a total list of 51,
reaching from the Atlantic to the Pacific, embracing prac-
tically every State. It makes us realize that flood disasters
play no favorites. The history of floods brings us to a
realization that quiet rivers of the present day may in a
generation overflow their banks, bringing ruin fo its inhabi-
tants. I speak from experience.

The Flood Committee has most kindly included in this bill
an authorization for a preliminary examination and survey
of the Galena River in Illinois and Wisconsin. The Chief of
Engineers and the War Department has requested it. Living
in Galena, IIl, and being vitally interested in a remedy for
flood conditions there, I have gone extensively into the his-
tory of the Galena River. I have found that floods have
been reported in the Galena River Valley long before the
first white settlement. The Galena River flows into the Mis-
sissippi River. The earliest floods in the Galena River
Valley were the result of abnormally high water in the Mis-
sissippi River, backing up the valley. Gradually street and
building grades in the city of Galena were raised to a level
that protected them from this danger. Since 1870 came a
group of floods that resulted from unusually heavy rains
over the watershed of the Galena River. Fifty years ago the
largest Mississippi boats came up the Galena River to Ga-
lena. Many times there were as many as 10 of the largest
Mississippi boats docked at Galena. At the present time the
river is not navigable for even canoes or rowboats. The
water under ordinary conditions is from 12 to 24 inches
deep. It is generally agreed that the cutting of timber on
the hills above Galena has permiited the filling of the
Galena River by soil washed from the hills. This soil has
washed down below the city, filling up more and more, until
now when a heavy rain comes to the valley the small chan-
nel of the river, plus the piled-up soil below the city, does
not permit the water to flow freely to the Mississippi.

There have been 18 recorded floods in the Galena River
Valley, which have resulted in the loss of several lives, as
well as the destruction of millions of dollars’ worth of prop-
erty. The worst flood occurred on February 21, 1937, which
resulted in the loss of three lives and an estimated loss of
over a million and a half dollars in property. Hundreds
suffered from severe colds and influenza. To you Members
who are free from flood areas I would have you visualize a
city of 5,000 people in northern Illinois, in the cold month
of February, under approximately 7 feet of water. It means
that in February, with all the furnaces and other modes of
heat under water, the people were without heat for several
days. Affer many hours the water receded and the people

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

7243

went back to their homes, and their business in ruin, with-
out heat.

Sufficient plumbers could not be obtained. People were
without heat in zero weather for days. They went back to
work, though, cheerfully. Painters, plumbers, paperhangers
were engaged, and within a week Galena was back to nor-
mal, with the exception of the three lives that were lost,
with the exception of several businessmen who were forced
out of business by their losses, and with the exception of the
loss of over a million dollars’ worth of property, They were
back to normal for only a few days, because, on March 4,
1937, only 10 days afterward, there came a second flow,
nearly as severe, Again merchants and businessmen were
compelled to remove their stock and vacate their business.
Again many people were forced to leave their homes. Again
there was damage and a destruction of property.

This account of increasingly disastrous floods at Galena
shows that this historic town, nationally famous because
it contains so many exceptionally well preserved examples
of early architecture, is in peril of being completely de-
stroyed by floods.

The record indicates that much of the damage at Galena
can be prevented because it appears that the original val-
ley was adequate to care for the seasonal precipitation over
its watershed, and that extensive damage has only occurred
since the stream bed has become narrowed and filled by
silting. Probably the damming of floodwaters above the
town and the widening of the stream bed below Galena to
the mouth of the river but a short distance would reduce
flood damage to a negligible quantity.

There is a district engineer’s office of the War Department
but a few miles south of Galena, at Rock Island, IlIl. The
cost of a preliminary examination and survey would be very
small. I feel certain that this House will pass this bill over-
whelmingly. By so doing, you will be doing something
worth while; you will be doing something that has the
unanimous backing of the public; you will be doing some-
thing comforting to the millions of people located in the
disastrous flood areas, not of one locality but in every State
of the Union. [Applause.]

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Indiana [Mrs. JENcEES] so much time as she
may desire,

Mrs. JENCKES of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, as a Member of
Congress representing a congressional district which has,
through a lack of Federal flood control, suffered a loss of
$2,000,000 annually for the past 10 years, I rise to support
House Resolution 7646 and to thank the chairman and his
committee for their splendid work in preparation of this
bill. For 10 years prior to becoming a Member of the
Seventy-third Congress, I have been appealing to the Fed-
eral Government to provide flood-control protection to the
citizens in the Wabash and White River drainage area.

The Wabash-White River drainage area covers 22,000
square miles of the richest and most productive country in
America. The center of population of the United States is
in this area. A great volume of the Federal taxes which are
paid to the Federal Treasury comes from the Wabash-White
River drainage area.

I appeal to my colleagues from congressional districts not
affected by flood waters to support this measure. I hope
this measure passes, and when it does pass, I hope that the
United States Army engineers will proceed immediately to
correct certain dangerous areas along the Wabash and White
Rivers which deflect the flood waters into our cities and over
our rich and fertile farms. This will be an investment which
will return to the Federal Government, in the shape of in-
come taxes, a sum of money many times the original in-
vestment on the part of the Federal Government.

I thank you. [Applause.]

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Gray] so much fime as he may
desire.
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Mr. GRAY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, little did the pi-
oneers realize when they were clearing the land and pre-
, paring the ground for cultivation thaf they were undermining
the soil fertility, that they were breaking up the fountains
of water, and because of this great loss and waste their
children and grandchildren would desert their inheritance.

Little did the pioneers comprehend that in cutting down
and removing the forests and leaying the land barren of
vegetable growth they were lifting the floodgates holding
back the water in the reservoir of the earth, to gather in
mad rushing torrents carrying away soil fertility and delug-
ing the valleys and the lands below.

Little did the pioneers apprehend that the soil only a
few inches deep was held and maintained in moisture and
fertility under Nature’s blanket of vegetation and when left
barren and exposed the underground water level would
fall or recede and the flowing springs would give way to
drought and floods.

And from this careless indifference or oversight and their
criminal disregard for nature’s way of conserving the soil
fertility and the water supply, we are reaping the reward
of our folly in the blight of withering droughts, and the
ravages of devastating floods, attended with appalling loss
of properly and life.

TOOK 10,000 YEARS TO CREATE 7 INCHES OF SOIL

Natural scientists tell us that by the slow processes of
Nature 10,000 long, tedious years were required to create or
accumulate the shallow 7 inches, the average depth of the
soil fertility of the land, and without which America would
have been a barren, lifeless desert of clay and sand.

LOSING 100,000,000 ACRES OF SOIL FERTILITY A YEAR

And conservation experts tell us now that by clearing the
land for cultivation and leaving it barren of vegetation and
exposed fo the action of water we have already lost 50,000,000
acres of soil fertility, and we are losing 100,000,000 acres &
year, and this is in progress even more rapid than before.

MORE THAN $200,000,000 LOST TO FARMERS A YEAR

It is estimated that soil waste from action from the waters
running from the land removes from the cultivated and pas-
ture fields not less than 126,000,000,000 pounds of plant food
material every year, or more than 21 times the amount
required and taken from the land by growing crops.

The estimated financial loss annually to the farmers is
more than $200,000,000, and the annual ulfimate damage to
the land is many times the immediate loss, as the fertility of
the land is gone beyond the hope of a recovery, or even a part,
in a lifetime or one generation.

Land left bare of all vegetation has been losing from 50 to
100 tons an acre of soil fertility per year. Land planted
continually in corn has been losing 59 tons an acre per year,
and from such land left barren of all vegetation the loss
has been as high as 112 tons an acre per year.

ALL LAND LOSING SOIL FEETILITY

While the steeper the land slopes the greater will be the loss
of topsoil, yet all fields are suffering a loss according to the
slope of the ground, and the fertility of the soil is passing
from all cleared or cultivated fields wherever colored or
muddy water is running from the land.

At this rate of soil loss and waste this average T inches
of soil, if left wholly barren, may be taken from land in less
than 10 years’ time, from continuous corn land in 16 years,
while from properly rotated crop fields 99 years would be
required to take away all the soil fertility.

HOW WATER IS HELD IN THE EARTH

In nature the ground is kept open and porous by roots and
the action of insects and worms. Into these pores and soil
openings the rain held by vegetation passes into the earth
until the ground is made a greater water reservoir, excepting
only the oceans and the seas,

From this great underground storage the water slowly fil-
ters out through the constant running of springs and seep-
age from the porous, spongy earth in gradual release to
maintain the streams, and in an even stage throughout the
year, with clear, filtered running water.
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ONCE STREAMS RAN WITH CLEAR WATER

" In the early days of America the rivulets, creeks, and.
streams ran with clear and transparent water, even in time
of rainfall and floods. The vegetation and the porous earth
filtered the water as it came in rains without sediment to fill
the streams’ channels.

And the waste from excess rainfall thus absorbed and held
back by infiltration was released from springs and the porous
ground gradually throughout long seasons, not only safe-
guarding against floodwaters but mainfaining the streams
at even water stages for more reliable and dependent uses.

CUTTING OFF THE TIMEER AND VEGETATION

Cutting off the timber and removing the vegetation and
plowing and cultivating the top soil breaks and closes these
pores and earth openings against the infiliration of water
into the earth and leaves the ground surface upon which
the raindrops fall like a glazed watertight roof.

As a result, with no vegetation to hold the water and no
pores or openings to take in the water, the water rushes off
the glazed ground and down into the stream channels like
the rain water from the roofs flushing down the downspouts
to carry away the soil and make the floods.

After water has left the roof slopes of the earth, com-~
monly called the watersheds, and is gathered in torrents in
the river channels, it is beyond the control of man. And |
all they can do in the emergency is to warn the people of
the valleys to flee their property and homes until the crest
of the mad waters has passed.

THE UNDERGROUND WATER RESERVOIRS

The water level and the underground reservoir is falling
lower and lower from. year to year. The once constant-
flowing streams are dried up. The one time never-failing
wells are going dry. The myriad little rivulets, brooklets,
and streams are empty again as soon as the rain is over,
and their beds are left to dry and crack in the sun.

MANY PROBLEMS IN ONE '

The problem of flood control, the problem of irrigated
lands, the problem of inland water navigation, the problem
of water pollution, the problem of soil conservation and the.
underground water level, and the problem of ]:lsrdr()elt’:c!:ri(:1I
power are all one problem—the problem of the raindrops. |

Andﬂlepmblemdtherajndmpsisﬂrstbackonthefarms,i
in the fields, pastures, and woodlands. The problem is here
to receive and hold the rain for infiltration into the ground)
reservoir for gradual release through the pores of the earth’
and the even flow of the springs and seepage. !

MUST GO BACK TO THE SOURCE

Men cannot safeguard against floodwaters, nor control the,
even stage of the water-level for dependable, reliable, and
even water flow, for irrigation and inland water navigation;,
nor safeguard against the polluted waters, nor for an even
flow of water power, nor for any control of river channels’
currents until they have gone back to the source, to the
slopes of the fields and pasture land, gone back to where
the raindrops fall and there restore vegetation to hold the
waters, and there reopen the pores of the ground to drink in
the waters falling from the clouds to be held back in Nature’s
great reservoir, the earth.

THE LOWER ENGINEERS MUST WAIT

The lower river channel engineers, planning the levees
and the dikes, the dams, and artificial reservoirs, must wait
on the upstream engineer, working with his force of men
back upon the fields and sloping pastures to hold or delay
the raindrops falling.

The lower river channel engineers must wait until the
ground pores are open, and to fill the lower and great, capa-
cious reservoir, the reservoir of the ground or earth, before
he can plant the heights of levees, banks, and dikes, or the
capacity of artificial reservoirs for storage to hold the river
within its banks.

After spending billions to control floodwaters; after build-
ing hundreds of miles of dikes and levees; after playing with
the continent for over 50 years, using the Army, the Navy,
and the Marine Corps, and finally the C. C. C., Red Cross,




1937 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1245

and relief service, the floods are coming greater and more
destructive than before.
MUST GO BACKE TO FIRST FRINCIPLES

We find that we must go back to first principles and nature
to conserve both the fertility of the soil and control de-
structive floodwaters fo save the soil of America from being
carried to fill up the river channels and sifted over the
bottom of the seas.

We find that we must go back where the raindrops fall on
the hills and slopes and upper valleys and there prepare
them a resting place in the sod and soil of the earth to hold
and detain the waters there for gradual release from the
streams and rivulets.

WATER MUST BE HELD IN THE GROUND

Conservation of the soil and water supply and the control
and direction of floodwaters must begin back upon the fields
and farms, back with the streams and rivulets. The water
must be held in the ground and controlled before leaving
where it falls.

The gentle raindrops falling must be received and made
welcome to the friendly bosom of mother earth before, for
want of a resting place, they join in mad onrushing currents,
tearing away the soil and fertility of the land, and wreaking
destruction and havoc in the valley below.

Not only the control of water for soil conservation and
reclamation, but the control of the flow of waters for irri-
gation and inland water navigation, for water purification in
towns and cities, for the conversion of falling waters into
power, and the control of destructive floodwaters must begin
back at the source.

THE FIEST STEPS MUST BE TAKEN IN THE FIELDS

For all these purposes and uses the first step taken for
their accomplishment must be taken back in the fields, back
in the forests and pasture lands, there to hold the water for
gradual release, from springs and pores of the soil and from
a stored underground water level.

We must go back where the raindrops fall to hold the
fertile soil of the land from leaving the fields and sloping
pastures and from being carried in the currents of waters to
fill and clog the channels of the streams, causing them to
overflow their banks and to seek other channels for their
current.

We must go back to the source where the gentle raindrops
fall to gather and hold the waters in the soil and under-
ground reservoirs for gradual release and flow to maintain
an even water stage for all the many uses of the streams of
the land.

And this is equally true for the control of floodwaters by
extending the time for their passage to accommodate the
natural river channels and to provide for the use of falling
waters for wafer power in the generation of electricity,
gradually over the year for their regular, continued, and pro-
longed use.

CESSPOOLS OF FILTH SWEPT INTO THE STREAMS

It is the mad surface water in their immediate precipitous
run-off after rains and melting snows which scour the re-
cesses of filth and without infiltration through the earth’s
soil throw their contents into the streams to pollute and
poison the water supply.

Without beginning back at the source to hold the waters
in the soil and replenish the underground water level for
gradual release and flow, the banks of the river streams
cannot be raised high enough nor made strong enough to
carry the water leaving the land as it falls.

And the river channels will be overflown, inundating low-
level and farm lands beyond the banks of the streams,
wreaking havoc and destruction, and then will be followed
by the falling of the water stage below the level and the
volume required for regular and dependable water uses.

LARGE DAMS AND EESERVOIRS WILL NOT HOLD THE WATER

Large down-river reservoirs have their proper use at the
proper time in the economy of flood control and the many
uses served by water. But all of the dams which can be built
and all the reservoirs which can be provided will not hold

the water falling if allowed to run off immediately from in
the rains.

To preserve and reclaim the fertility of the soil, we must
go back to first principles. We must begin at the source to
remedy the cause. We must begin back where the raindrops
fall. We must begin before the water currents form. We
must begin, not to hold the water on the ground, but to
receive and hold the water in the ground.

The devastating, destructive floodwaters, starting on their
mad and angered course of inundation, death, and destruc-
tion, down the valleys and over the lowlands, first from the
harren fields and slopes, frowning upon and resisting the
raindrops and control, must be held back from where the
water first comes.

THE RIVER CHANNELS FILLING TP

The sediment filling up the river channels, reducing the
current capacity of the streams, and causing their banks to
overflow and sweeping the fertile land and populous valleys,
comes first from the surface soil, from the denuded fields and
pastured slopes, and the water must be held before it starts.

The mad, onrushing, wasting waters; the sudden fall of the
water stage; the exhausting ebb and diminished flow for
reliable, dependable, and useful services; the poisons of a
contaminated, polluted water supply, all have their origin
and source back in the land repelling the raindrops.

FROM WHERE THE WATER CAN BE CONTROLLED

And back in the fields and denuded pastures is from where
all river waters can be held, is from where all floods can be
controlled, is from where all water pollution can be safe-
guarded, is from where all precautions can be taken to main-
tain the even flow and stage of water for constant, depend-
able watler uses.

THE GREAT RESERVOIR OF THE EARTH
Buf before we build the reservoirs below we must go back
to the source and water storage, the far greater reservoir of
the earth, by opening the intake of the pores in the ground
and holding the water to replenish the million springs for
the gradual release of treasures of water.
WE MUST FIRST BUILD THE LITTLE DAMS AND RESERVOIRS

Before we can build the big dams below to hold the waters
to lessen the volume in the streams, we mustsgo back to the
farms and the fields and build the little dams and the ponds
to hold the water for gradual seepage and release throughout
the whole season of the year.

‘We must go back o the source and welcome the raindrops
as they come to the great bosom of Mother Earth and there
to repose in leisure and contentment before they reach the
swollen streams in mad, turbulent, seething currents.

In other words, we must do first the many little, myriad
things. We must take care of the fundamentals. We must
go back to first principles, We must be at the foundation
to build for soil and water conservation and to lay the basis
for flood control.

Before we can build the big dams below we must hold the
water in the lesser streams above, we must go back to the
fields and farms to build the little dams and ponds and hold
the water there for gradual seepage throughout the whole
season of the year.

THE WASTE OF EROSION

Erosion is the washes making gullies from which the
ground held in solution and the top fertile soil is carried
away by the water run-off and is filling up the river beds
and is silting or filling to the top level the dams and reser-
voirs constructed to hold back the water.

The damage and destruction to dams and reservoirs can
only be estimated when it is known that the cost of cleaning
out this mud and silt to restore the capacity of the dams
and reservoirs is found to be an impractical undertaking or
more than equal to building new dams and reservoirs of the
same or equal capacity to hold water.

THE 1937 FLOOD

The last great 1937 flood carried over 296,000,000 tons of
s0il from the farms, fields, and pasture lands and deposited
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this with sediment in the channels of the Ohio and Missis-
sippi Rivers, reducing still further the capacities of these
river channels to carry the waters.

The small dams and reservoirs back at the source of the
springs and rivulets are not only the key to soil conservation,
but they are the only remedy and relief for the protection of
the larger dams and reservoirs from filling with silt and soil
wastage and the control of the floodwaters below.

WHAT THE FAEMERS CAN DO

The farmers themselves can do very little. The force of
an army of laborers, working under a comprehensive con-
struction program, must be put in operation on the land,
back upon the fields and pasture slopes to conserve the
water in the reservoir of the ground before beginning con-
struction of artificial reservoirs to hold and release the
waters gradually to reach the river channels.

The payments to farmers now being made should be made
under a program of soil conservation carefully planned, and
the farmers should be given full information and instruc-
tions to be observed in their farm operations to carry out
most effectively soil conservation.

The farmers should be paid for their work and expenses,
except that part bringing in immediate profit, and made fo
conserve both immediate farm fertility and general water-
shed improvements, locking to solve the immediate farm
problem both to serve the individual farmer and to carry
out a national conservation program.

A BTATE, NATIONAL, AND COOPERATIVE PEOBLEM

Conserving the fertility of the soil and its counterpart,
the water supply, is more than an individual farm problem.
It is a State and national problem. It is a problem calling
for the cooperation of the State and Federal Governments
with the farmers to save the disappearing soil and the
water level.

Soil conservation and flood control is first an individual
and local problem, then a State and national problem. And
it is both an individual and cooperative problem in which
all must do their part, individuals, the State, and the
Nation.

At one time, in the early stages of soil erosion and wasting
soil fertility, the progress of land disintegration could have
been arrested and controlled by the individual farmer and
landowner alone taking precaution in the cultivation of the
soil and the proper use and management of the land. .

But this opportune time has passed and gone for the indi-
vidual to cope with conditions. Much of the fertile soil is
in the stream beds. The erosion has already eaten its ugly
way far into the fertile fields and to deface with frowns and
scars a once smiling and radiant nature.

The avalanche of crumbling, wasting earth, and the moving
wall of mad floodwaters resenting the violation of Nature’s
plan calls for the cooperation of State and Nation to stay the
tide of rising destruction, stop the rolling, crumbling masses
of earth, and calm the seething, troubled waters.

FARMERS ARE ABANDONING THE LAND

As many farmers, growing poorer with their soil-impover-
ished farms, have been compelled to abandon their farms, so
it will be with the Nation, with the American continent. It
will be at least in part abandoned unless the Nation acts to
stop the waste and reclaim the loss.

It is evident the farmers and landowners cannot meet or
pay this tremendous cost of soil reclamation and water con-
servation at this advanced progress or stage of the loss and
waste of these two vital resources. The problem is more
than stopping or arresting the further progress of the dam-
age. It is a problem of reclaiming and recovering back.

The farmers, carrying the burden of crop production and
taxes, interest, and repair obligations, cannot confribute to
this work in money but they can make their contribution
of the work with teams in part hauling and in constructing
the small upstream dams and reservoirs.

The farmers and landowners of the country cannot and
should not bear the cost of the work more than other people
of the country. It involves a National and State problem
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of flood control, irrigation, and navigation, safegunarding
against polluted water supplies, and is for the benefit of all
the people.

Improvements for soil and water conservation must be
assumed by the joint operations of State and Nation as a
public obligation and responsibility, and should be carried
on and directed under a well-planned waterway system and a
survey of the land and watersheds looking to serving all
these uses and purposes.

THE BTAGGERING COST

And then again the staggering costs of such a mammoth
interstate program cannot be entered upon or paid and taxes
assessed from the people; and yet we are brought face to face
with a problem that must be solved promptly to save the
country from the shadow of the desert.

Fortunately there is a way open, not only to pay the costs
without burden by with profit and advantage to the people.
The water forces with which we are to deal and which have
brought this great economic disaster upon us may be har-
nessed as hydroelectric power to produce a revenue equal to
the cost of the works.

‘While this great loss and waste has been in progress carry-
Ing away the soil, new inventions, discoveries, and develop=
ments have been made to enable man to harness the forces
of water and made to do his will and bidding to lift and carry
his burdens and to bring him profit and income.

WATER POWER CONVERTIBLE INTO CASH

Today, under these new inventions and discoveries, every
pound of falling, wasting water flowing in all the streams and
watercourses can be converted into electricity so as to bring
in cash returns, and this conversion into electric power can
be reproduced over and over again from the source to the
mouth of every river.

And what is even more fortunate and a most remarkable
coincidence is that the same works and improvements which
are required for flood control, irrigation, navigation, and
safeguarding against water pollution will develop and har-
ness the power of water to generate electricity and bring the
revenue to pay the costs.

The falling waters of all the streams and watercourses of
America, if harnessed for power and generation of electricity,
electric current could be developed sufficient to light every
highway and streets intersection, light and furnish power to
every home and fireside, and turn the wheels and pulleys of
every mill, factory, and workshop.

Such volume of electric current sold at a low and reason-
able charge would construct all these works and improve-
ments, conserving soil and underground water supply, safe-
guarding against floodwaters, conserving their future use and
service for irrigation, navigation, and a pure water supply.

This program will recover and reclaim the wasting fertile
seil and the underground water levels, bring the inland
watercourses to serve these many useful purposes, and at the
same time will electrify America from coast to coast and
from the Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico.

THE ONE OBSTACLE TO OVERCOME

There is only one obstacle standing in the way from the
completion of such a conservation program without cost and
taxes levied from the people, and that is the obstruction
and opposition of the private electric holding companies,
who are conspiring to take possession and tie up the waters
of the streams and water courses and monopolize their
power for private profifs and gain.

THERE WILL NOT BE AN OVERSUPFLY OF LADOR

As we approach this great problem and realize the magni-
tude of the undertaking and the labor required for its com-
pletion, we see the folly of the theoretical claim that there
is not enough work for all and that active and competent
men must be retired to afford all an opportunity for others
to labor to live.

The work of man on earth has not been performed, com-
pleted, or contemplated. The ground has scarcely been
scratched. There is more work waiting to be done than
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all the men and automatic machines working full time and
overtime can do in a lifetime or generation.

When the Nation calls for recruits for the labor to meet
the emergency immediately pressing, the employment lists
will disappear and the large relief rolls will fade away, and
the exhausting drain of wasting taxes will be relaxed from
the earnings of the people, and America will become a
veritable beehive with the works restoring the living cur-
rents of water.

MANY MILLIONS HAVE BEEN SPENT IN VAIN

Many millions of dollars have been expended in raising
the banks of the rivers and streams to hold the increasing
floodwaters. But all this has been futfile and in vain. The
earth washed from the eroding soil has raised the river beds
higher and higher, leaving the channels shallower and with
less capacity to carry the ever-increasing currents.

Millions have been expended yearly to build great dikes
along the Mississippi to hold the ever-encroaching waters
from inundating the fertile bottom lands, but as the dikes
are built still higher the river bed has been raised and lifted,
leaving the channel to carry still less water.

FLOODING THE LAND TO SAVE THE CITIES

With the return of ever-increasing floods the watergates
are thrown open wider to relieve the strain upon the channel
banks, flooding thousands of acres of land, compelling the
lowland population to fiee their property, farms, and homes
at a loss of millions annually.

And now still opening the floodgates to relieve the ever-
filling river channels and the floodwaters rising still higher,
almost another million acres are to be flooded in Louisiana
at a cost of $103,000,000, forcing thousands of farmers to
move and find their homes elsewhere.

DAMS AND EESERVOIES FILLING UP :

Millions have been expended by the Nation in building
dams and flood reservoirs to hold a portion of the floodwaters
back from gradual release as the floods recede, but the mil-
lions of tons of fertile soil from far-distant fields and farm
lands have been carried into these dams and reservoirs and
then to fall from the resting waters until the dams and
reservoirs are filled to a level with silt and sediment, leaving
no water capacity.

Many millions of dollars have been spent to maintain an
even river-channel stage of water for irrigation and inland
navigation and to safeguard against water pollution. But,
with the flood tides too high and the subsiding waters too
low, the expenditure has been worthless and lost.

Millions have been expended in river and stream improve-
ments to safeguard city water supplies, but the waters from
the fields and lands have swept the cesspools of corruption
into the rivers sought to be safeguarded, and in the end the
same water pollution continues on.

All these gigantic expenditures of money, all these great
berculean works and improvements, all these ingenious plans
and systems to make the river carry the floodwaters, have
been fruitless and in vain, all because we have failed to
begin at the source from where the evils of floodwaters come.

MUST GO BACE TO WHERE THE RAINDEOPS FALL

We must go back to where the rains fall, back to the fields
and pasture lands, and there prepare a resting place for the
gentle raindrops to pause and linger in the holds of vegeta-
tion and the pores of the soil, and then, affer infiltration in
the earth, to be released through gradual flowing springs.

The restoration and reclamation of the soil and the under-
ground water level must begin or be entered upon not only
to prevent further loss from the soil but to save the towns
and cities along the streams from the floods which are rising
kigher and higher as the land pores are closed more against
the rains.

The gullies, giving up the earth in solution to be carried
away in the rising waters, must first be planted in trees
which are of quick growth in clay soil, and then the slopes
in grass and vegetation, and the smaller dams and reservoirs
must be built wherever water can be collected and held back.
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MUST BEGIN ON A LONG-TIME WORE

It would be a failure of comprehension to say all this loss
and waste can be restored back to the land or even all the
damage in progress stopped in a few short years of time, or
even all this work could be done in one generation or in the
time the soil has been leaving the land and wasting.

THE FIRST PROGRAM MUST BE FOR INFORMATION

There should be some regular program outlined to give
proper information to the farmers and the landowners of
the country and a uniform plan formulated for farmers to
cooperate and act with the Government in making soil-
conservation improvements, and the amount of contribution
the farmers can make must be fixed well within their ability
to pay or perform.

First. An economic and social survey should be made of
the area to be reclaimed and the population to be affected.

Second. A temporary program should be entered upon until
a permanent one can be planned and put into operation.

Third. A program of education to give the inhabitants of
the territory information of the character of the improve-
ments to be made.

Fourth. A plan formulated for the readjustment of land
conservation to meet the needs and requirements of the
owners and their operations to make a living on their farms.

Fifth. The land o be removed from cultivation and from
use even as pasture land should be definitely ascertained and
set aside.

Sixth. The character of the forest trees and vegetation re-
quired to arrest erosion and wasting soil and best suitable
and adapfed to the climate and soil condition should be
decided upon.

Seventh. The operations and practical cultivation of the
land to be kept and continued in use should be determined.

Eighth. All this should be under a system to coordinate
the improvements made in a uniform manner to embrace the
area included, with the operations extending continuously
beyond property lines.

ALL RIVER CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS MUST BEE UNDER ONE SYSTEM OF
WORES AND OPERATIONS

In my remarks in presenting H. R. 3872, a bill introduced
by me to create an executive department, in the House of
Representatives, January 29, 1937, to coordinate all the in-
land waterworks and improvements under one plan of sys-
tem or operation, I have already shown the great savings and
economy to be effected under a comprehensive program of
improvements to accomplish all these uses and purposes
under one coordinated system.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
c@lma.n from Towa [Mr. HARRINGTON] so much time as he may

esire.

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I welcome this oppor-
tunity to say a few words in support of the flood-control bill,
not only because I am a member of the committee which
drafted the bill but also for the reason that three of the
streams recommended for survey originate in my district.
And so as not to seem to be speaking selfishly, I hasten to
add that even if my district were as barren of rivers and
flood danger as the great American desert, I would still be
for this bill, because I am a firm believer in flood control,
water conservation, and the prevention of soil erosion.

The provisions of the bill having to do with the survey of
these three streams and scores of others throughout the
country contemplate safeguarding of our natural resources
on a broader front than heretofore attempted in such legis-
lation. In previous surveys the primary objective has been
flood prevention. Now, we approach the problem with a
view to not only averting the floods but conserving the water
for use in season of need, and lastly to prevent damage and
erosion to our most priceless heritage of all, the farm soil
which is the source of our sustenance.

There is nothing intricate or complicated about this pro-
gram. On the contrary, it is a most simple and funda-
mental thing. Those of us who as small boys lived anywhere
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near a creek or swimming hole are familiar with the simple
engineering possibilities of a small stream of running
water. Most of us have built dams and run-off ditches and
canals, and even miniature bridges, and as we gave play to
our boyish engineering imagination have pretended that we
were harnessing the Mississippi or the Amazon or the Nile.
We have watched the creek in springtime run suddenly full
and yellow and furious with the melting of the snow and ice,
and then slink back in summer to a tiny trickle and often-
times run altogether dry. Perhaps some of us have had the
experience of conquering the problem in a small, local way
by removing obstructions in the creek, straightening the
channel, digging a diversion ditch here and a dam there until
in that small, local way we had the problem licked as far as
our farm was concerned. And that is fundamentally the
procedure proposed in this bill for approaching our flood,
famine, and erosion problem on a Nation-wide scale.

I believe that it is the consensus of engineering experts
that in the correction of floods and their attendant evils we
must start with the sources and headwaters rather than
proceed by patchwork where the greatest damage is felt.
That is why in this bill you will find so many small and
little-known streams included for survey. Stop, divert, and
control the water up yonder by the old swimming hole, and
the folks down at Cincinnati, Louisville, Portsmouth, and
Cairo will not have to worry about floods.

In my district in northwestern Iowa, three streams have
been recommended for inclusion in the Nation-wide pro-
gram, the Floyd, Little Sioux, and the Boyer, all of which
flow into the Missouri River and later help to swell the
volume of the mighty Mississippi.

The Floyd and Little Sioux Rivers drain an area of 5,285
square miles, 925 square miles being included in the Floyd
area and 4,360 square miles in the Little Sioux area. The
upland soil involved here is the Marshall silt loam. The
counties of Sioux, O'Brien, Clay, Dickinson, Plymouth, Chero-
kee, Buena Vista, Woodbury, Ida, Monona, and Harrison are
included in these watersheds. There is a very serious flood
problem in the case of both streams, much valuable farm
land being injured by erosion and flooding and the fiood
problem at Sioux City is extremely important. The erosion
in this area ranges from moderate with occasional gullies
to severe with frequent gullies.

Probably the most serious erosion occurring anywhere in
the State is found along the Boyer River which rises in Sac
County in my district and flows through Sac, Crawford, and
Harrison Counties down to the Missouri. The area of the
watershed is 1,136 square miles. The area is characterized
by severe sheet erosion and frequent gullies, and there is
a real flood problem, especially noted at Council Bluffs,

In conclusion, may I say that although interested chiefly
from the standpoint of a proper and scientific program of
water and soil conservation, I feel further that the measure
we are discussing contains much that is vital and essential
to the people of the great Ohio and Mississippi Valleys. The
flood of last January indicated that only through efficient
coordinated and well-planned programs can hundreds
of thousands of inhabitants of these valleys be made rea-
sonably safe from the devastation of floods. This is by no
means a sectional problem, it strikes into the very geo-
graphical and population centers of the United States and
this bill provides some of the steps so necessary to accom-
plish the results which we are so anxious to obtain, namely,
a sound, workable, and safe flood-control policy. [Applause.]

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I yield o the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DEMutr], so much time as
he may desire. :

Mr. DEMUTH. Mr. Speaker, there are three methods of
flood control—namely, reservoirs, local protective works such
as flood walls and levees, and watershed retardation as
practiced by the Department of Agriculture by such meth-
ods as reforestation, strip cropping, and similar practices.

On the lower Mississippi dikes or levees and diversion
channels are principally used, and have been most success-
fully utilized by the United States Army engineers in meet-
ing the particular problem encountered there.

'CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JuLy 19

In the Ohio River Basin the two principal methods recom-
mended by the Army engineers is the use of reservoirs on
the tributaries and headwaters of the Ohio River. Local
protective works such as flood walls to protect such cities
and towns as Pittsburgh, Louisville, Wheeling, Cincinnati,
and other cities and towns in the Ohio River Basin, where
such expenditures are economically justifiable are recom-
mended to supplement the reservoirs,

H. R. 7646 is a bill to amend an act entitled “An act
authorizing the construction of certain public works on
rivers and harbors for flood control, and for other pur-
poses”, approved June 22, 1936. This amendment author-
izes the appropriation of $24,877,000 for construction of
flood walls as recommended by the Chief of Engineers with
the approval of the Secretary of War.

The passage of this act is most necessary to the peace of
mind, safety, and preservation of the homes and property
of the citizens of those cities and towns of the Ohio River
and the metropolitan district of Pittsburgh, that suffer such
heavy losses, and which recur at such rapid frequencies.
For example, the town of Sharpsburg, with a population of
8,500 people, was under 18 feet of water in the year 1936,
and was under an average of 4 to 6 feet of water three times
already in the year of 1937. The patience, the resources,
and the sturdiness of these people have been taxed most
severely and their future welfare is most precarious.

Under my amendment, which reads as follows:

Provided, That the protection for Pittsburgh, Pa., is to be inter-
preted as applying to the metropolitan district of Pittsburgh—
the citizens of the towns contiguous to, but outside the
corporate limits of the city of Pittsburgh will receive the
same freatment as their neighbors, the citizens of the city
of Pittsburgh, It should be remembered that Sharpshurg
is the lowest lying town in the Pittsburgh metropolitan area,
and that 90 percent of the town was inundated by the 1936
flood. It suffered more heavily in proportion to its size than
any other town or city in this district.

I want to thank Chairman WarrTINGTON for his sense of
fairness, and each and every member of the Flood Control
Committee, both Democratic and Republican, for their
unanimous approval of this clause which means so much
for the metropolitan district of Pittsburgh. I also extend
the thanks of the citizens of these towns to my fellow
committeemen and Chairman WrxirTmNeTON for the inser-
tion of this clause.

In our district they have talked flood control for more
than 50 years but only due to the tireless work of Chair-
man WaHrTTINGTON and his committee, under the direction
of President Franklin D. Roosevelt, was a comprehensive
program of flood control for the entire Nation adopted.
Under the direction of President Roosevelt and this com-
mittee, so ably led by Chairman WaITTINGTON, the first ap-
propriation in the history of the country was made this year.

You gentlemen by your vote in favor of the passage of
this act will be making the second major step in flood con-
trol, and I feel sure your action will meet with the approval
of every American citizen.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and to include therein a
telegram from the president and council of the town of
Sharpsburg, also from the flood control committee of the
town of Sharpsburg.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The telegram referred to is as follows:

PrrrssurcH, PA., July 18, 1937.
Congressman PeTER J. DEMUTH,
Washington, D. C.

HonoraBLE Bmm: We understand that the flood-control bill is
being debated. Please do something for Sharpsburg—a major
flood last year, three floods this year, many before, since 1810;
immense losses. The future of the town is at stake. A letter

explaining in detall follows.

Gratefully, THE CITIZENS OF SHARPSBURG,
Per J. F. ZEHLER,
M. MICHAELOWSEI,

Chairmen.
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Mr., WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr, MrrcaeLL] so much time as he
may desire.

Mr. MITCHELL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to
give my whole-hearted support to this bill, known as H. R.
7646, introduced by my colleague [Mr. WaITTINGTON] from
Mississippi. The bill is known as a bill to amend an act en-
titled “An act authorizing construction of certain public
works on rivers and harbors for flood control, and for other
purposes, approved June 22, 1936.” The measure provides
that the projects are to be selected by the Chief of Engineers,
with the approval of the Secretary of War, in accordance
with the report of the Chief of Engineers in House Committee
on Flood Control, Document No. 1, Seventy-fifth Congress,
first session, at a cost not to exceed $24.,877,000 for construc-
tion, and which is authorized to be appropriated for the pur-
pose of flood control, and so forth.

I am glad to say that the report of the Chief of Engineers
inecludes a recommendation for six reservoirs on the Cumber-
land River in my State, five of which will be located in Ten-
nessee, and three of these five reservoirs will be within my
congressional district. These three are the Dale Hollow Res-
ervoir, formed by a dam on the Obey River 7.3 miles above
its mouth; the Center Hill Reservoir, to be formed by a dam
on the Caney Fork River 26.6 miles above its mouth; and the
Stewart’s Ferry Reservoir, to be formed by a dam located
on Stones River 6.8 miles above its mouth. The estimated
cost, as submitted to me by the Acting Chief of Engineers
of the War Department, for construction of these dams is
$4,100,000 for the Dale Hollow Reservoir, $14,800,000 for the
Center Hill Reservoir, and $4,500,000 for the Stewart's Ferry
Reservoir.

I appreciate the work being done by the Flood Control
Committee of the House, of which Mr, WHITTINGTON is chair-
man, and am likewise most grateful for the fine cooperation
given by Brig. Gen. G. B. Pillsbury, Acting Chief of Engineers,
in connection with the pending bill. I am familiar, in a gen-
eral way, with the location of the proposed dams, and espe-
cially those in my district, and am glad to know that relief
is in sight for our people from the destruction and waste
which has existed in the past because of high waters and
floods in the Cumberland River Valley in middle Tennessee
as well as that in west Tennessee. Perhaps the western area,
along the Mississippi, has suffered more because of floods
than has the middle section of our State, but it has been bad
enough in middle Tennessee and along the Cumberland River
and its tributaries for years. The bill is a step in the right
direction. I am pleased to note that there is no serious oppo-
sition to the proposed measure and that it has practically
united support of the Members of the House,

The people of Tennessee and of my congressional district
will feel relieved to know that this progressive legislation
is meeting with such favor in the Congress. I has long been
needed. It will eliminate and do away with the disasters in-
cident to the floods and to soil erosion that has obtained
for years along the rivers of my State. Many millions of
dollars in property values have been washed away and a
great loss of life has occurred from time to time, as well as
untold hardships visited upon my people because of floods
and high waters in the rainy seasons. This is now, and
soon will be, largely behind us because of this and kindred
legislation. Much good has been accomplished by the build-
ing of dams from relief moneys in some sections, but the
proposed bill is on a Nation-wide scale and means real relief
from further flood disasters in many sections of our com-
mon country, and especially in my congressional district.

I am happy in the realization that the bill is to pass and
that the long-felt need of my people will be realized. I am
grateful to each and every member of the committee who
have helped to write the present bill and am grateful to
the Army engineers and all those who have contributed so
much in time and effort to make this legislation possible.
Money expended in flood-control work as provided in this
measure will result in savings throughout the years and a
great protection to all of our people. I do not know of a bill
that has been proposed to the Congress that is entitled to
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more wholehearted support or is receiving more whole-
hearted support than has this measure. It should have had
the attention of Congress long before this.

The land along the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers
in my district, and especially the bottom land, is the most
fertile soil we have. It is vitally important to those living
in the area affected, as well as elsewhere, that future floods
be avoided so as to conserve the property of the people liv-
ing along these rivers and streams which have been so seri-
ously affected in the past.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from California [Mr, VoorHis] so much time as he may
desire,

Mr. VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman,
This bill should be passed by the House without dissent.
It represents a minimum priority project program for the
immediate protection of the cities along the Ohio River.
It certainly is the very least we should do to meet this
pressing need.

Many of us are beginning to realize that flood control can
never be effected merely by constructing levees or building
dams. We are realizing that the destruction of soil fertility
has caused the decay and death of more than one great
civilization. We are beginning, I hope and believe, to see
our national problem as a whole instead of attempting to
continue forever to look at it as a piecemeal task.

Sections 3 and 4 of this bill, indeed, are recognition of
the necessary function of the Department of Agriculture in
connection with flood control. These sections give the Secre-,
tary necessary duties and powers to provide for proper land:
use in future on lands whose drainage affects our flooded!'
areas. This is as it should be. It is well for us to remember
that too close and long-lasting an adherence to the prin-'
ciples of extreme individualism led to the destruction of
China’s forests, the wasting away of her topsoil, her present-
day terrible floods, and the decline of her agriculture.

America, let us hope, has awakened soon enough. Flood
control is the most dramatic phase of a great single chal-
lenge to us to preserve and properly develop all the natural
gifts of God in America for the sake of future generations.

Reforestation, soil conservation, flood control, drought pre-
vention, and public power development at low cost—all these
are necessary part and parcel of one another. The forces
of nature in their impact on human life in America are no-
respecters of the lines that separate the jurisdiction of
committees of the Congress.

It is my earnest hope that the time will speedily come
when all these matters can be dealt with in a coordinated
manner. I believe this requires that these be central plan-,
ning authorities for the various sections of the Nation. I
do not believe such authorities should be turned loose to,
do as they please, I think Congress should require, receive,'
and study their reports and appropriate their funds from
year to year. Buf I believe every dollar that is appropri-
ated should be made to serve as many useful purposes as
possible and without coordinated consideration of the whole
natural resource problem I do not believe this is possible.

What I am really saying, of course, is that I hope we may
speedily pass the legislation already introduced in this as
well as the other body which will provide natural-resource
planning and conservation authorities for the entire Nation.
Future generations will thank us if we do.

In the meantime the least we can do is to provide neces-
sary protection for the areas most threatened with flood. I
agree with the chairman. I wish this bill were more exten-
sive than it is. But I believe we are going about the thing
in the right way—doing what is most essential now, and |
preparing for a truly sound attack on the entire problem as
soon as full consideration can be given to appropriate legisla-
tion to accomplish this,

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Arizona [Mr. Murpock] so much fime as he may
desire.

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker and Members of
the House, this bill, H. R. 7646, impresses me favorably in at
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least two respects. First, although it is aimed prineipally to
take care of the flood condition in the great central valleys of
the country, such as the Ohio, the upper Mississippi, and the
Missouri Valley, where the recent floods have been most dis-
astrous, yet it contemplates some provision for the distant
fringes of the country, as in the far West, as well. Again, I
am favorably impressed with the nature of this bill in this
respect, that while it is curative or remedial in its intention,
it is alsp designed to be preventative. The old saying “that
an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure” certainly
applies to the management of our rivers. If America had
begun two or three generations ago to practice a little pre-
vention in this respect, we would have less of remedial work
to do now.

A remark made by our late colleague from Texas, Con-
gressman Buchanan, impressed me as a sage observation. He
thought that in the management of our lawless rivers we
would not only need to practice one plan but a varied program
involving several different kinds of tactics, perhaps the build-~
ing of levees or retaining walls, perhaps the dredging of river
beds, and perhaps the erection of storage dams. However,
even these, in his judgment, would not be enough, for some-
thing must be done to retard the flow on the upper reaches
of the watershed. Therefore, combined with great engineer-
ing works must be a treatment of the “little waters”, the
twig-end rivulets, and the watershed itself. The far-seeing
statesman no doubt felt that soil conservation through refor-
estation and revegetation would be as much a part of total
river-control and flood-prevention program as would dams,
basins, dikes, levees, and the like. I agree with that view and
am pleased with this measure, for I see exactly this sort of
treatment contemplated in section 3 of the bill.

The gentleman from Ohio calls our attention to one fea-
ture that is not so good—the aspect of local contribution
on cost., I take it that that refers to all engineering treat-
ments involving expenditures for materials and labor. If it
is extremely doubtful whether many small towns along the
banks of a river, like the Ohio, cannot afford to pay their
share of the total expense, then this program will break
down. But it is even more to the point that relatively expen-
sive engineering works on a stream through a mountain
country, or a sparsely settled community, cannot be treated
at all under this legislation calling for local contribution.
Obviously, in such a case, there would be little or no con-
tribution that could be made. Of course, I understand that
the surveys authorized in the last section of the bill are to
be paid for out of moneys appropriated, and in such cases no
local contribution will be called for.

In my far western State of Arizona there are several
streams that need to be surveyed and carefully investigated
with a view of flood-control treatment. I might mention
the San Pedro, in the southern part of the State; the Little
Colorado, in the northern part; the Bill Williams, in the
western portion; and the Big Sandy, a tributary of the Bill
Williams. The last {two named are included on page 7 of
the bill in the list of rivers to be surveyed. Of course, I
might have mentioned the Gila River in general, but, accord-
ing to my understanding, a great deal of study has already
been given to the scientific treatment of the Gila watershed.
Much work has already been done on it. In my judgment,
the greatest possibilities of combined scientific erosion con-
trol, flood prevention, and silt disposal that could be found
in this country is in the vast project of that nature on the
Gila watershed in two Southwestern States.

Some weeks ago the Governor of Arizona acquainted me
with the fact that the Big Sandy in Mohave County, Ariz.,
was seriously in need of scientific treatment or several hun-
dred farming families would be unable to subsist longer in
its narrow valley. I believe the inclusion of the Big Sandy
in this list of rivers for investigation will be the first step
toward furnishing them relief. I am happy to say that the
Bill Williams River also is included here and would like to
point out, especially to my California colleagues, that the
Bill Williams flows into the Colorado River just above the
Parker Dam. It is frequently a wild and turbulent river
and now capable of doing southern California much harm,
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Twenty miles or so up the Bill Williams from its junction
with the Colorado is an ideal dam site in a box canyon.
When I say it is an ideal site, I imply that there is a splendid
reservoir site upstream from the canyon. This Bill Williams
River has an enormous watershed with an area about equal
to that of Mohave County itself. Let me remind you that the
counties in Arizona are larger than certain New England
States. I have a feeling that an investigation of the Bill
Williams River will reveal the need of a dam at this site,
both for flood control and for irrigation. But such a dam
would also protect the Parker Reservoir from being continu-
ally filled with muddy water and eventually filled with silt.
It should be remembered that the Parker Reservoir is the
one from which the city of Los Angeles and the metropolitan
area around and about will obtain a water supply from the
Colorado River. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, with these local
interests in view, as well as the larger need of flood control
in the Middle West, I hope for favorable action on this bill
and fruitful future efforts later under its provisions.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Spence] so much time as he
may desire.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, there is no subject that should
be and is of greater interest to the people of the Ohio and
Mississippi Valleys than flood prevention.

The Committee on Flood Control by its intensive study
of this problem and by its comprehensive hearings has ren-
dered a great service, and I commend the chairman and the
committee for the fine work they have done. I am heartily
in favor of this bill because its object is meritorious and be-
cause it is the best bill that could be passed at this time.

No one who has not seen the devastation wrought by the
flood in the Ohio Valley can have any idea of the awful
destruction it wrought and the resultant suffering of the
people. The actual damage will never be known. It was a
major national disaster. We have had floods before that
have wrought damage, and the loss sustained by reason of
the highest previous flood was looked upon by the people as
the extent of damage that could be inflicted by the waters
of the Ohio River, but the last flood in the Ohio Valley was
entirely unanticipated and unprecedented.

It has caused the Army engineers to revise their plans
for flood prevention. They have come to the conclusion
that impounding reservoirs must be supplemented by flood
walls and levees, and it seems obvious that no adequate pro-
tection could otherwise be furnished to the cities. It has
been the opinion of the President, which he has publicly ex-
pressed, and others connected with the administration that
States and local subdivisions should furnish the lands, ease-
ments, and rights-of-way for the impounding reservoirs and
for the flood walls and levees.

I am not disposed to argue that it would not be just for
the States to make some contribution for the protection that
flood-prevention measures would afford. It might be possible
through comprehensive compacts of all the States benefited
that contributions could be made by the States, not in regard
to the number of works and prevention measures that will be
constructed in each of the States but based upon the benefits
that would accrue to each of them. If such compacts could
be made and promptly carried out I would not be opposed
to them.

But there is a condition demanding immediate action and
not a theory that confronts us. I doubt seriously that some
of the States would be able to comply with the conditions
that would necessarily have to be made in these compacts.
However, the requirement in the Flood Control Act of 1936
that the States and local subdivisions shall furnish the
lands, easements, and rights-of-way is impossible of com-
pliance, and as long as it is in the law there can be no
substantial progress made in the construction of flood-pre-
vention works.

The local subdivisions are not benefited by the proposed
impounding reservoirs, but the benefits accrue to great val-
leys and to many States and far-distant territories.

I represent a district that has suffered greatly from the
floods in the Ohio Valley. Eight of the nine counties in the
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Fifth District of Kentucky are bounded by the Ohio River,
Each one of the eight has been g victim of these recurring
disasters which were climaxed by the terrible flood of this
year.

I speak of conditions in my district and in the State of
Kentucky because I am familiar with them, but I have no
doubt that the same conditions exist in all the other States
and cities similarly situated.

Of the 45 impounding reservoirs which have been planned
for the Ohio Valley by the Army engineers, 18 are in the
State of Kentucky. The area submerged as computed by
the Army engineers for the 18 reservoirs is 137,700 acres.
Much of this land includes settlements, roads, bridges, and
so forth, and a great part of it has considerable value.
When the land is acquired for flood-prevention works it
will be taken from the tax lists of the State to its constant
annual loss. The cost of the land to be used in Kentucky
in construction of these impounding reservoirs is computed
by the Army engineers at $30,949,000, and I have no doubt
it will actually go very much higher than that. There is &
proposed reservoir authorized by the Flood Control Act of
June 22, 1936, at Falmouth, Ky., in the district I represent,
which, I am informed, the Army engineers would like to
commence the construction of, but the area to be sub-
merged for that reservoir is computed at 9,250 acres, much
of which is good farming land and well settled, and the
estimated cost of same is $1,822,000.

The mere statement of the facts, it seems to me, demon-
strates this proposed impounding reservoir can never be
constructed under the present law,

It is also evident that the other reservoirs proposed can-
not be constructed under existing law. The reservoirs are
planned at headwaters of the Big Sandy, the Licking, the
Kentucky, the Salt, the Green, and the Cumberland Rivers
and afford no protection to their immediate vicinities, for
these localities have never been subject to floods.

The reservoirs will have no recreational value and will be
of absolutely no benefit to the localities where constructed.
The difficulties that obtain with reference to the States and
local subdivisions acquiring the lands, easements, and rights-
of-way for reservoirs also obtain in having the municipalities
acquire the lands and easements for the levees and flood
walls for their protection. Estimates, by the Army engi-
neers, of the cost of lands and consequent damages for flood
walls and levees for three cities in my district, where I am
familiar with conditions, have been made. The cost of lands
and damages which will have to be borne by Dayton, Ky.,
will be $412,000; Newport, $545,000; and Covington, $568,000.

Under the constitution of Kentucky there is a limitation
on the tax rate of municipalities and also a constitutional
limitation on municipal indebtedness, and all of these cities
have practically reached that limit. It will be impossible
for any of them to comply with the existing law.

These remarks have not been made in the spirit of criti-
cism but to call attention to the obstacles placed in the law
which will make the carrying out of the comprehensive flood-
control plan impossible. They are made with the devout
hope that some amendments may soon be passed to the
present law that will obviate ifs present requirements and
that the people of the Ohio Valley as they see these great
works progress may be justified in the renewed assurance
that there may be no recurring disaster such as has recently
visited them.

Mr, WHITTINGTON, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Frep M. Vinson] so much time as
he may desire.

Mr. FRED M. VINSON. Mr, Speaker, I want to express
my attitude foward thebill under discussion, H. R. 7646. I
favor it as the initial start toward a program of fiood con-
trol in the Ohio River Valley. However, I would not be
frank with the House or myself if I did not say that this
initial amount of approximately $25,000,000 is a very limited
sum with which to start such a vast program; but, as I say,
it is a start in the right direction, and I favor it as such.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

7251

Further, it is with regret that we find that the bill is pre-
sented under a suspension of the rules, which does not
permit an amendment to it. So far as the Kentucky side
of the Ohio River is concerned, we are and will be quite
hampered in the flood-control program unless the present
law is amended that will permit Federal contributions for
the purchase of lands, rights-of-way, and the payment of
damages due to the flood-control work, as in Kentucky we
are limited by constitutional prohibition against the creation
of debts which evidence money to provide these projects.

We know of no governmental unit in Kentucky, whether
it is State, county, or city, that can, under our constitution,
sell bonds which will take care of the expense of flood-
control projects. The State of Kentucky has a constitu-
tional provision limiting the indebtedness which it can incur
to $500,000. There are similar constitutional provisions
limiting the obligations which a county may incur. As I
recall it, this limitation is 2 percent of the assessed value
of the property in the county. There is a further constitu-
tional provision that prohibits a city from incurring indebt-
edness in excess of 10 percent of the assessed values of the
properties within the corporate limits if it is a city of the
first, second, or third class, population over 15,000; if it is
a city of the third class, with a population less than 15,000,
or a city of the fourth class, 5 percent; if it is a city of the
fifth or sixth class, 3 percent. With the present indebted-
ness of those governmental units, the State, the counties,
and the cities, it is folly to consider that expenditures to
construct flood walls can be made at local expense. I do
not know a single city or county in my district that borders
on the Ohio River that can make any contributions, as a
matter of law, toward doing this job, It is not because they
do not want to, but it is because of a constitutional provi-
sion that bars the way. I feel certain that this is typical
of the other counties in Eentucky. The theory of local con-
tributions may be argued, but how can this constitutional
barrier in Kentucky be overcome?

Of course, it will be my purpose and the purpose of those
of us who are interested in this flood-control work to do our
dead level best to bring about an amendment to the law
which will permit Federal contributions for the purchase of
lands, rights-of-way, and payment of damages following the
flood-control work.

Further, Mr. Speaker, the relation of the initial authoriza-
tion, $25,000,000 to the sum total necessary to do this job is
not commensurate with the needs of the situation, but, under
the suspension of rules, there will be no chance to amend
the bill to increase this sum on the floor of the House and we
will have to continue the fight to secure further moneys so

‘that this great valley will be protected from the huge flood

losses it has suffered in the years gone by.

To me this job is truly a national problem. PFrankly, it
appears to me that it is high time for action rather than a
continuation of theorizing about how this job will be or
ought to be done. All of the finespun theories of the past in
regard to the local communities doing this job has resuited,
insofar as the Ohio River Valley is concerned, in the sum
total of nothing in the way of flood prevention or flood con-
trol. It is a pretty thought to divide up costs among the
various localities, but, in my opinion, the practical situation
is such that unless it is considered to be a national problem
very little or nothing is going to come out of such course.

I realize that such a tremendous undertaking is a long-
haul proposition and that the whole job cannot be done
overnight. It is a most difficult matter for Congress to
determine the points at which local flood-prevention projects
will be built. Starting at the point where the Ohio River
touches my district, we have the cities of Catlettsburg, Ash-
land, Russell, Worthington, Wurtland, Raceland, Greenup,
Fullerton, South Portsmouth, Vanceburg, Maysville, Dover,
and Augusta, being the larger cities, which were covered up
in this recent flood. There are many smaller communities
where the damage was likewise great. This same situation
is typical in the other districts. I do not see how Congress
or the War Deparfment is going to fairly choose the places
where flood walls will be constructed. It, of course, will
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be argued that in the more thickly populated centers,
greater damage in dollars was suffered, but it is a rather
difficult problem to overlook the damage in dollars per
capita. When a “feller” with small means has lost all he
has or suffered material property damage; it means the same
to him and his family whether he lives in a small com-
munity or in a metropolitan center, My thought is that
this problem must be visualized as a unit of work with a
comprehensive plan to do this job over a period of years that
would see the whole job done as best it can be done.

Every Representative in Congress wants his district pro-
tected first. I know I feel that way about mine and right-
fully so—every other Member in the flood area feels the
same way about his district—and rightfully so, but I am
inclined to think that if the job is viewed as a whole, with
the shortest number of years that can be taken in which
the money can be obtained to do this job that these splendid
people in the Ohio Valley will appreciate that the job can-
not be done in a day. I feel that the Federal Government
should obligate itself to do this job and if such is the result
of this intial movement I feel that it will be a job well done,

I want to express my appreciaticn and the appreciation of
my people for the initiation of this work. I know that no
Congress has ever listened with a more sympathetic ear or
a more sincere feeling to the needs of the people. Through-
out my experience in Congress I have never seen a more de-
termined exhibition of the desires of Members of Congress
to serve their constituency than was demonstrated during
the flood of 1937. As you know, I was honored with the
chairmanship of the group of Congressmen representing the
flood areas in the Ohio Valley during this flood. The serious
and effective work done by them is a monument to their work
here as the representatives of a great people.

Again I want to express my appreciation for the manner
in which Congress has responded to this bill. I believe that
this is the best that can be done under the circumstances.
It is a real start toward doing a real job. It is only natural
for those of us representing districts which suffered during
the recent flood to feel that the amount that is authorized
under this bill is inadequate with the needs as reported to us
by the Chief of Army Engineers as necessary to meet the
problem; but, as I say, it is a start toward doing the job, and
I feel that we must favor it and continue to fight with all
our efforts in succeeding Congresses to have the job continue
until it is fully and well done.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr, FErcusoN] so much fime as he
may desire.

Mr. FERGUSON. I want to contrast for a minute the re-
sponse the House is giving this bill (H. R. 7646) providing
for flood-control works in the Ohio Valley, with the response
given H. R. 8455, passed in the Seventy-fourth Congress.
The Flood Control Act of 1936 passed the House by a bare
majority amid cries of “pork.”

If I may mention to the House, the Flood Control Act of
1936 was the first step toward the great national problem of
flood control. It set out, in short, the policy that the Fed-
eral Government should improve, or participate in the im-
provement, of navigable waters including watersheds, for
flood-control purposes if the benefits to whomsoever they may
accrue are in excess of the estimated costs and if the lives and
social security of people are otherwise adversely affected.

In addition to this it called upon the Secretary of Agri-
culture for further investigation of watershed and measures
for run-off and water-flow retardation and soil-erosion pre-
vention. This great national policy is the basis of the act
of 1936.

In addition, this act authorized the construction of $300,-
000,000 of projects with localities paying a portion of the
cost. This bill insures the desirability of the projects because
local interests must contribute and in contributing thus
guarantee the desirability of the projects’ construction.

In the hearings on the Ohio Valley bill we are considering
today, which I recommend for the consideration of every
Member, it was developed by the Department of Agriculfure,
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Soil Conservation Service, the Weather Bureau, and the
Game Commission that every effort is being made to con-
serve natural resources and to investigate every possibility
for the betterment and conservation of natural resources in
the construction of flood-control works.

I take a great deal of pleasure in being a member of the
committee which drafted the original flood-control bill that
started the Nation on a great program of flood control.

Looking info the possibility of flood control from every
angle, even including power, the act of 1936 provided for
the installation of penstocks in all projects, where there
seems to be a possibility of the development of power, So I
may say to the Congress today that in passing this bill ex-
tending the flood-control measures to the recent damaged
Ohio Valley this is one more step in an all-embracing na-
tional flood-control program started in the Seventy-fourth
Congress by the Flood Control Committee.

I sincerely urge the Members of the House to investigate
and study this program, because next year the Flood Con-
trol Committee plans to bring before the Congress a com-
prehensive national flood-control bill based on surveys
already in the hands of the Secretary of War and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture. These surveys shall include the con-
struction of levees, spillways, diversion channels, channel
rectification, reservoirs, and utilization of water resources
through the building of power dams or a combination of
power, reclamation, conservation, and flood-control dams,
and all works necessary for an effective soil and water con-
servation for all such rivers and their watersheds,

And so the Committee on Flood Control, having pioneered
the start of this work, may be looked to, under the able
leadership of its chairman, Mr. WarrTINGTON, to bring be-
fore the next session of this Congress a utilized plan that will
insure greater returns on the expenditure of public money
for the ever-present problem of work relief than under any
other form for which money can be expended.

Now, to come to one technical provision of the bill, I
want to point out to the Members of this House that the
War Department appropriation bill, now in the hands of
the President, makes available $30,000,000 of regular funds
for carrying out provisions of the Flood Control Act of 1936,
and this is also the bill that will make necessary funds avail-
able for carrying out the provisions of this act we are pass-

ing on today. So we may say that the start of the flood-

control work in the Ohio Valley hangs entirely upon the
President signing the War Department appropriation bill
now on his desk.

In addition, I want to point out that since this bill may
use funds from the $30,000,000 regularly appropriated, the
Flood Control Committee, represented by Chairman WaIT-
TINGTON, Mr. SECREST, and myself, were assured by the Direc-
tor of the Budget, Mr, Bell, that any funds taken out of the
regular $30,000,000—which was appropriated to carry out
projects previously authorized in the 1936 act—will be re-
placed by request of the Budget for deficiency appropriations
to be asked for at the beginning of the second session of the
Seventy-fifth Congress next January. It is understood that
relief funds will be used to carry out flood-control projects
exceeding $30,000,000 earmarked by the Senate. So we may
say that this administration and this body has started a
great national system of flood control by enacting the au-
thorization act of 1936 and now amending it by including
the Ohio Valley today, and providing funds for execution
of these authorizations in the appropriation bill now before
the President.

We have started a great work. I say again, I am proud
to be a member of the committee that instituted this pro-
gram, and I sincerely hope that the Congress will read and
study the hearings developed under this bill and will not
retard this great program so well started by adopting other
legislation which would require that the whole subject of
flood-control legislation, and appropriation carrying out the
legislation be started all over.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. KeE] so much time as he
may desire,
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Mr. KEE. Mr. Speaker, that the construction of an ade-
quate flood-control system for the rivers of the United
States constifutes one of our gravest national problems has
been a recognized fact from an early date in our history.
Floods in our great river valleys have been practically of
annual occurrence for many years, with the resultant loss of
millions of dollars in property damage and the frequent
loss of lives. It is estimated that, in less than 50 years, the
loss by floods in property damage has reached an excess
of $1,000,000,000, and that the loss in lives has been from
1,000 to 1,500. Annually thousands of people have been
driven from their homes in these river valleys, and literally
thousands of homes have been swept away—a total loss to
the home owners and a loss to the local and National Gov-
ernments in taxable values.

These disastrous and terrifying floods, coming with in-
creasing frequency to cause havoc and despair to the peace-
ful and happy people dwelling in the river valleys, originate
from causes beyond the control of those living in the path-
way of danger and beyond the help of local communities.
It has long been recognized that, if there is any remedy
for this condition, that remedy must be found in effective
efforts by the National Government. It is well known by
those acquainted with the facts that the engineers of our
War Department have for many years had this problem be-
fore them for study. Tirelessly, these engineers, splendidly
equipped by training and experience, have been engaged in
the formulation of comprehensive plans for effective flood
control. While it seems that the rest of the world has only

progressed to the point of engaging in long discussions as to .

what steps might be taken to control this deadly menace
to the residents of our river valleys, the Army engineers have
steadily gone forward, not only in an exhaustive study of
this situation, but also in the formation of plans for real
and effective protection. These engineers have been ready
for years and are ready today to go forward in the con-
struction of a comprehensive and adequate flood-control
program.  Their efforts, however, along these lines have
either been slowed up, handicapped, or even entirely pre-
vented by lack of authorization or by failure in the appro-
priation upon the part of the Federal Government of suf-
ficient funds to commence, continue, and complete the neces-
sary constructive work.

It is a well-known fact that we have had frequent au-
thorizations of this work passed by the Congress of the
United States with great enthusiasm. In these cases the
effort has usually ended with authorization only and with
no provision whatever for appropriations to carry the work
to completion. In these cases all that could be done was
for the engineers to pigeonhole their carefully prepared
plans and await possible future action on the part of the
Congress. In the meanwhile the disastrous floods continue
to occur annually, causing in every case a greater yearly loss
than would have been necessary to have been appropriated
for the purpose of preventing them.

It would require too much time and space for a full dis-
cussion of the flood situation within our entire national
domain. For my present purpose I wish to discuss the flood
situation in a part of the Ohio River Basin, including the
Great Kanawha River and that section situate between the
mouth of the Great Kanawha and the city of Cincinnati.
I wish also to dwell particularly upon one project, to wit,
what is known as the Bluestone Dam and Reservoir, the
construction of which was authorized by the Flood Control
Act known as Public, No. 738, of the Seventy-fourth Con-

gress.

It is an admitted fact that flood eontrol of the larger rivers
can only be effected by the control of the flow of their tribu-
taries. It is this fact, no doubt, which controlled the Army
engineers in their preparation of the plans for the control of
the floods in the Ohio River Basin. As is well known, the
Ohio River is formed by a junction, at Pittsburgh, Pa., of
the Allegheny River flowing from the north and the Monon-
gahela flowing from the south. Therefore, and naturally,
the first problem was to control the floods in these two rivers
and thus protect the city of Pittsburgh and contiguous terri-

tory from the annual recurring inundations to which this
section is subjected. This protection would extend also to
points on the Ohio River far below Pitisburgh. With this
end in view plans have long since been formulated by the
War Department for the control of the two streams which,
flowing together, form the Ohio. Therefore we find in the
general plan for control of the Ohio River Basin proposals
for the construction of flood-control reservoirs in both
streams. As a matter of fact, the great Tygart River Dam
across a tributary of the Monongahela and located near
Grafton, W. Va., is now practically completed at a cost of
something in excess of $16,000,000. This dam will naturally
be supplemented by other reservoirs across the Allegheny
and Monongahela Rivers or their tributaries, both in Penn-
sylvania and West Virginia. The plans of the War Depart-
ment engineers also provide for many other reservoirs of
like character across other tributaries of the Ohio between
Pittsburgh and Cairo. These plans have been approved but
no money has yet been provided for the construction of
the works.

The chief tributary of the Ohio River between the two
points last named is the Great Kanawha River, which meets
the Ohio at the town of Point Pleasant in West Virginia.
The Great Kanawha is formed at Gauley Bridge, Kanawha
County, W. Va., by a junction of the Gauley River with the
New River. The Gauley River, flowing from the north, is
a stream of considerably less importance than the New
River. The New River has its source in the mountains of
North Carolina and flows practically in every direction of
the compass until it meets with the Gauley to form the
Great Kanawha. In North Carolina, the New River flows
for a considerable distance southward; it then turns to the
east and seems to wander around along the foothills of the
Blue Ridge and Allegheny Mountains, finally turning north-
ward to flow through a considerable section of Virginia.
Turning to the east at, or near, Radford, Va., it flows into
West Virginia at a point located in the extreme southeastern
portion of the State, and then cutting its way through the
hills, it meets the Gauley at a point about 32 miles from
where it crosses the Virginia-West Virginia line. The Great
Ranawhs River is, because of the large drainage area taken
care of by the New River, a full-grown river at its source.
It has been, since the early history of the country, one of
the navigable tributaries of the Ohio. Many years ago it
was improved for navigation by the United States Govern-
ment and is much used today by river steamers. Within
the past 2 years, the Government has undertaken further
to improve this river for navigation, and in doing so there
has been eliminated 12 of the old locks and dams, and these
have been taken care of by the construction of three super-
dams, built solely for the purpose of improving the naviga-
bility of the stream. It is my understanding that at the
present time the Government has leased the use of these
three superdams to a power company for the generation of
hydroelectric power. My further understanding is that the
Government is paid for the production of the power at the
dams and the distribution of this power is made by the
power company through its own facilities. Therefore, the
present dams are intended solely for the purposes of naviga-
tion and power and not for flood control. .

That the Great Kanawha River is subjected to severe
and disastrous floods goes without saying. Its main tribu-
tary, the New River, is uncertain in its conduct. The ter-
ritory drained by this last named stream is frequently
subjected to extremely heavy rainfalls. Piercing as it does
the higher mountain regions of three States wherein the
forests have, to a considerable extent, been cut away and
where many of the mountain chains are practically barren,
the rainfalls increase in quantity from year fo year and the
flow-off is increasing, also, in rapidity as the years go by.
As a matter of fact, there is not a year that passes wherein
the residents of the Great Kanawhs Valley, from Gauley
Bridge to Point Pleasant, have not good reason to expect
either one or more heavy floods. As this is one of the richest
valleys in the State of West Virginia, not alone in agri-
culture, but in manufacturing interests, these floods grow
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more costly each year. The capital of the State, to wit:
Charleston, W. Va., is located in this valley on the banks
of the Great Kanawha. Around Charleston, and from that
city up the river to Gauley Bridge, we find located the
greatest chemical producing plants in the United States.
The hills upon both sides of the valley carry large seams of
workable bituminous coal. By drilling a short distance down
into the earth, there may be found streams of salt water
which have been utilized since pioneer days in the manu-
facture of pure salt and all its byproduct chemicals, Oil
wells are also drilled in this valley as well as natural gas
wells, the products from which are used either for fuel or
for local consumption, or piped to other markets. In other
words, this valley is a rich, thriving, enterprising, and up-to-
date section of the Nation. Yet it is constantly subjected to
the dangers and the excessive costs of devastating floods.
In addition to this, the results of these floods are more far
reaching than merely the Kanawha Valley, for the vast flood
waters that are turned into the Ohio by the Great Kanawha
at Point Pleasant add to the burdens carried by the Ohio
and increase the damage of Ohio floods in every Ohio River
city from Point Pleasant to Cincinnati and beyond.

As has been stated, for over 10 years the engineers of the
War Department have had ready a comprehensive plan for
the effective control of the floodwaters of the Ohio River
Basin, including the floods of the Great Kanawha, and yet
nothing has been done about it. With reference to the
plans for the Kanawha Valley, to which I am particularly
addressing myself at present, it need only be said that these
plans comprehend the construction of four reservoirs, to
wit: One on the Elk River above the city of Charleston and
at or near the town of Gassaway, one on the Gauley River
just above the point where this river enters the Great
Kanawha, one at what is known as Big Bend on the Green-
brier River, and one across the New River just below the
point where this river is joined by the Bluestone River and
just above the town of Hinton, W. Va. These four proposed
dams are contemplated, in the first instance, for flood con-
trol only, and together they will completely take care of the
flood situation in the Kanawha Valley. Among these pro-
posed dams and reservoirs the chief one is the one across
New River, which is known as the Bluestone Reservoir, near
Hinton. The construction of this dam was authorized by
the Seventy-fourth Congress in Public, No. 728, at a cost
of approximately $13,000,000. However, it must be remem-
bered that this authorization was not the first movement
to be put on foot for the construction of this Bluestone
project. The construction of this dam and reservoir had
long been recognized by the engineers of the War Depart-
ment as a very important project in their general plans
for flood control of the Ohio Valley Basin. I have, in fact,
been advised that the plans for this dam were among the
first to be completed by these engineers,

For a number of years, I have been personally interested
in the need for flood control. I have had a special interest
in efforts made in this direction for the benefit of the Great
Kanawha and the Ohio Valley Basin. Since becoming a
Member of Congress from the most southern district of West
Virginia, this interest has materially increased and I have
exercised every effort consistent with my ability to secure
not only the authorization for the construction of all of the
dams included in the plan of the War Department engineers,
but particularly of those affecting my immediate constituents
whose interest I am representing., It has been my idea that,
purely as a flood-control proposition, the plans of the War
Department engineers should be carried out and that if we
could secure the construction of the Bluestone Dam, we
would have but little trouble in securing a sufficient appro-
priation to complete the plans for the other dams proposed
for the protection of the Great Kanawha, and which may be
constructed at considerably less cost than the Bluestone.

After the passage of the Federal Emergency Relief Act, I
made every effort to secure from the proper authority an
authorization and an appropriation from this fund to in-
augurate the work of construction of the Bluestone Dam.
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With this idea in view, I had interviews with many agencies
in reference to the matter. Practically all of these agencies
refused to recommend the allocation of funds for the con-
struction of this project out of the emergency-relief funds,
basing their refusal upon the statement that the labor re-
quired for this work was disproportionate to the cost of
materials and all other necessary expenditures in connection
therewith. I had an interview with General Markham,
Chief of Engineers of the War Department, and, while he
placed his stamp of approval upon the project, he refused
to recommend its construction out of relief funds for the
same reason as that assigned by the other agencies.

However, on September 12, 1935, President Roosevelt, rec-
ognizing the importance of this Bluestone Dam as a flood-
control project, issued an Executive order in which he stated
that this project had been recommended by the United
States Army engineers, was approved by the Mississippi
River Commission and by the Board of Engineers for Rivers
and Harbors and by the Secretary of War. He stated, also,
that upon investigation he had found that the construction
of the Bluestone Dam and Reservoir project would “aid in
flood control and in the prevention of soil erosion and stream
pollution, and will promote navigation, agriculture, sanita-
tion, and power production.” Whereupon the President
ordered and directed the Secretary of War, through the
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, to proceed with the
construction of said Bluestone Dam and Reservoir in ac-
cordance with the report to the Chief of Engineers and the
plans and specifications submitted therewith. And the Pres-
ident, in this order, allocated the sum of $1,000,000 for be-
ginning the construction of this project, which amount was
to be made available out of the moneys appropriated by the
Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935. This Execu-
tive order stated, also, that, out of this sum of money, so
allocated, the sum of $800,000 should be made available “for
the acquisition by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise of
lands necessary for the said project, and the Secretary of
War is hereby directed to acquire and clear, or cause to be
acquired, or cleared, such lands in anticipation of their use
for such project.”

Immediately after the President had issued this Executive
order, the Army engineers established headquarters at Hin-
ton, W. Va., and commenced the preliminary work leading
to the construction of the dam and reservoir. The final
plans and specifications were checked and completed; the
actual location of the dam was determined; the necessary
soundings and borings were done to the end that the dam
be located upon a proper foundation. In addition to this,
two or more Civilian Conservation Corps camps were located
in the valley above the site of the proposed dam and, with
the consent of the landowners, the area to be covered by the
impounded waters was partially cleared away. In other
words, all the preliminary steps were taken up to the actual
acquisition of a large portion of the right-of-way which was
owned by the West Virginia Power Co. and which had been
acquired by this company for the purpose of building a
power dam under private ownership. This company would
not agree upon a price for their holdings, and thereupon pro-
ceedings were brought against the power company on behalf
of the Federal Government to condemn the holdings of the
power company, which were necessary for proceeding with
the work of construction. These proceedings were instituted
in the United States District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of West Virginia, of which the Honorable George W.
McClintie, of Charleston, W. Va., is judge. After the filing
of the petition of the Government praying for the condem-
nation of the property of the power company and the ap-
pointment of commissioners to assess the value thereof, the
power company, through its attorneys, appeared before the
court and filed its demwrrer to the Government's petition.
I have not had an opportunity to examine the papers in this
case, but it is my understanding that this demurrer was:
based upon the point that there is no specific act of Con-
gress authorizing either the purchase or condemnation of
the land and that Congress could not delegate to the Presi-
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dent the authority upon which the President relied for his
Executive order under which the construction of the dam
and reservoir was directed.

I do not know just when this demurrer was filed, but I
do know that on July 2, 1936, Judge McClintic heard argu-
ment on the demurrer, and on November 2 of the same year
advised counsel that the demurrer had been sustained by
him, and that he would enter an order dismissing the Gov-
ernment’s petition, which I presume was done. I am ad-
vised that no oral or written opinion was delivered by the
judge in the matter, Therefore, I am, unfortunately, unable
to state the exact grounds upon which the judge based his
order sustaining the demurrer and dismissing the petition of
the Government. I do know this, however, and this fact
should not be lost in the consideration of this matter, the
demurrer of the power company to the Government’s peti-
tion was not argued until July 2, 1936, and the order sus-
taining the demurrer was not entered until November 2,
1936. And this is a recorded fact, before this argument was
made and before this order was entered, the Congress of
the United States passed an act authorizing the construc-
tion of public works on rivers and harbors for flood control,
and for other purposes, being Public, No. 738, of the Seventy-
fourth Congress, and which act was approved by the Presi-
dent of the United States on June 22, 1936. This act, duly
passed by the Congress and signed and approved by the
President, fully authorized and approved the building and
completion of the Bluestone Reservoir, using the following
language: “Construction of reservoirs including the comple-
tion of the Bluestone Reservoir now under way.” This ap-
proval by Congress of the construction of this project cer-
tainly ratifies the act of the President in directing such con-
struction by his Executive order issued September 12, 1935.

If it does not ratify the President’s Executive order, then
it certainly must be considered as an independent authoriza-
tion to the War Department to construct this dam and res-
ervoir and clothes the War Department with the power fo
do all things necessary for this construction, including the
right of condemnation or necessary rights-of-way. And it
authorized an appropriation to meet the cost. If it re-
quires no specific act of either a legislature or of Congress
in any particular case to vest a railway company or power
company or any other public-service corporation with the
right of eminent domain, then why can it be held that in each
instance where this right is necessary to the welfare of the
United States Government and to its public works, a special
act of authorization must be passed by Congress to enable
the United States Government to condemn land upon which
to build an authorized public service project for the welfare
of the people of the country? The construction of the
Bluestone Dam and Reservoir was fully authorized by an
act of Congress signed by the President on the 22d day of
June 1936, and yet, on the 2d day of November 1936, a
Federal judge refuses the right of condemnation to an
authorized agency of the Government on the claim that at
some time in the past the President had ordered this same
work to be done without having authority to make. such
order.

In discussing the matter of the Bluestone Dam project wit.h
our Flood Confrol Committee, and as well with the subcom-
mittee on nonmilitary activities of the War Department, I
have found it difficult to get it understood that further work
upon this project has not been stopped by an “injunction.”
As I understand it, there has never been an injunction issued
by any court restraining or inhibiting the Government, or
any agency thereof, from proceeding with this construction.
Further work on the dam was stopped merely because of the
order heretofore mentioned denying to the Government the
right of eminent domain in the matter of acquiring the
rights-of-way owned by the West Virginia Power Co. And,
as stated above, this order, according to my understanding,
was purportedly based upon the determination that the Presi-
dent of the United States exceeded his authority in the issu-
ance of his Executive order. In my opinion, it would serve
no good purpose now to argue whether the President ex-

ceeded his authority in issuing this order or whether he did
not. Congress has, since the issuance of the order, approved
the work, authorized its continued construction, and, to all
intents and purposes, legally and otherwise, has ratified the
acts of the President. Therefore, upon what grounds doth
this court order stand?

Not only the people of West Virginia who reside in the
great Eanawha Valley, in the capital, Charleston, in the
historical city of Point Pleasant, in the large and growing
city of Huntingfon and in the border town of Kenova, but
all of the residents of the Ohio Valley, including those who
live in Gallipolis, Ironton, Portsmouth, and Cincinnati, Ohio,
and those who dwell on the Kentucky shores and in the
cities of Catlettsburg, Ashland, Maysville, Newport, and Cov=
ington, Ky., are deeply interested in the construction of the
Bluestone Dam and Reservoir. If is claimed upon good au-
thority that the control of the floodwaters in the great
Eanawha River will lower the floodwaters at Cincinnati in
the Ohio to the extent of approximately 7 feet. The Blue-
stone Dam will impound practically 918,000 acre-feet of fiood-
water and will take care of the waters from a drainage area
of 4,860 square miles. If is estimated that this dam and
reservoir can now be completed with an expenditure of ap-
proximately $13,000,000. After the allocation by the Presi-
dent of $1,000,000 toward this construction, the War Depart-
ment expended in engineering, labor, and final plans, ap-
proximately $300,000.

Some days ago, I asked from the Department in!ormation
with reference to the distribution of the $700,000 which re-
mained after the expenditure of the $300,000 mentioned.
I was advised that the $700,000 remaining after the War
Department expenditure of $300,000 had been furned back :
into the Federal emergency-relief fund. In other words, I’
take it that this means that this amount has been recovered
back info the Treasury of the United States. I am not ad-
vised as to what or whose orders the War Department acted:
under in returning this money back into the Treasury.
When Judge McClintic dismissed the Government’s petition '
in its condemnation proceedings, this order of the judge was'
certainly subject to an appeal to the United States Circuit'
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Judicial Circuit and, in my
opinion, such an appeal should have been taken at once.

An adverse decision in the United States circuit court of
appeals would certainly be subject to review by the United
States Supreme Court, and, in my opinion, an order of the:
court based upon as grave a matter as an alleged action of
the President which exceeded his authority should be a mat-:
ter demanding review. However, I have not been advised of |
any further steps in the proceedings. In the meanwhile |
nothing further is being done toward the construction of the !
Bluestone Dam.

I am honestly of the opinion that the determination of the
United States district court was erroneous, but that is merely '
an opinion entitled, perhaps, to no greater weight than the)
opinion of any other individual. What we need now is action
which will lead to the final construction of this important |
link in the chain of projects necessary for the control of
floods in the Ohio River Basin.

I view with favor the bill brought before the House by the
very competent chairman of the Committee on Flood Con-
irol [Mr. WaITTINGTON], and I wish to pledge to him my
future cooperation in his worthy efforts. The only objection
that I have to the bill known as H. R. 7646 is that it does not
carry with it sufficient authorization to meet the present
emergency. It should also have carried authority for the
appropriation of at least $2,000,000 for continuance of the
work upon the Bluestone project, provided the authorization :
already made is not deemed sufficient. It may be true that
we have a wave of economy sweeping over us at the present
time which drowns out our efforts in behalf of controlling
what is perhaps the most deadly menace with which we are
yearly confronted. I do not believe in this kind of economy.
It seems to me that there is no economy in withholding flood-
control appropriations which will correct for a compara-

_tively small amount a situation under which ‘our people
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annually lose anywhere from twice to four times the amount
of the required appropriation. Would it not be the better
judgment for us to appropriate today, or as soon as we can
possibly do it, a sufficient amount of money to enable our
Army engineers to correct and control the threatening flood
conditions in our river valleys than for us to plead economy
and thus permit the people of this country to be subject to
losses which every year amount to many times the sum of
money it would require for us to entirely correct the situa-
tion? The matter of flood control must of necessity be met
by us at some time, and therefore why not meet it promptly
and finally and thus insure our people from this deadly
menace?

Another question which has erroneously been raised for
the purpose of hindering and delaying the construction of
the Bluestone Reservoir is based upon the requirement con-
tained in the Flood Control Act of 1936, that the various
States, political subdivisions thereof, or other responsible
local agencies, shall give assurances that the lands, ease-
ments, and rights-of-way necessary for the construction of
the various flood-control projects will be provided without
cost to the United States. It is frequently, and with a com-
plete disregard of the facts, stated that this requirement
applies to the Bluestone Reservoir project and that, therefore,
the work thereon cannot be continued by the Government
until the State of West Virginia, or local agencies therein,
provide these rights-of-way. This statement is entirely
without foundation.

As heretofore fully set out, the construction of the Blue-
stone Reservoir was started by an Executive order issued by
the President on the 12th day of September 1935. Immedi-
ately after the issuance of this order, work was commenced
upon the construction of the project. This work was con-
tinuously prosecuted, under the direction of the War De-
.partment and with the aid of the Civilian Conservation
Corps until further work was stopped because of the order
entered by Federal Judge McClintic on November 2, 1936.
Therefore, the work of construction of the Bluestone Res-
ervoir was “under way” at the time of the passage of the
Flood Control Act of 1936, in which it was provided that
States or local agencies furnish free rights-of-way to the
Government.

The Flood Control Act of 1936 recognized this fact, and,
including in its act an authorization for the completion of
the Bluestone Reservoir, specifically describes this project
as being “now under way”, and by the terms of that act
.exempts all such projects from the provision in reference to
the contribution of rights-of-way by States or local agencies.
At the time of the passage of this Flood Control Act there
were other flood-control projects which were under way,
notably the Tygart River Dam, near Grafton, W, Va., work
upon which is still being prosecuted, and where no require-
ment was enforced as to contribution of rights-of-way either
by the State or other local agency. I distinctly recall that
at the time of the passage of the Flood Control Act in 1936
the situation with reference to the effect of the act upon the
further construction of the Bluestone Reservoir was dis-
cussed upon the floor of the House, and the act was passed
with the understanding that the Bluestone Reservoir would
be exempt from the right-of-way provision of the bill.

After taking everything into consideration, we are now
confronted with this proposition, to wit: A flood-control
project of the very gravest importance and which has the
approval of practically every agency of the Government,
which was placed under construction by order of the Presi-
dent, which was authorized and approved by the Congress
of the United States, which was partially completed in that
all of the preliminary work has been finished, is now lying
idle, useless, and neglected simply because of an order of a
district court which no interested agency of the Govern-
ment has seemed to either have the wish or will or nerve
to even question. How long are we going to permit this

condition to remain? Thousands of our people dwelling in
the Great Kanawha Valley and in the basin of the Ohio
River are wvitally interested in the matter. While we delay
action, the elements are not stayed. Floods will continue
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their ravages in these valleys. Homes will continue to be
swept away. Vast damages will continue to accrue. Is the
declaration of policy as set out by Congress in its Flood Con-
trol Act of 1936 a true expression of the sense of the legis-
lative branch of our Government, or is it merely an assem-
blage of meaningless words?

In closing, I wish to make it clear that my deep interest
in this matter is from a flood-control standpoint only. 'To
my mind, the effect of the project herein described upon

‘navigation is a secondary consideration, as is also all other

schemes or plans which are frequently sought to be tied in
with this project and made the basis for objections thereto.

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I yield the remainder
of the time allotted to me to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
SECREST].

Mr. SECREST. Mr. Speaker, in 1936 we passed a com-
prehensive flood-control bill for the entire United States.
The Ohio flood of 1937 was so great the plans we had made
in the 1936 bill were deemed to be insufficient for our pro-
tection. Consequently we asked the Chief of Engineers of
the Army for a further report. He reported an enlarged
plan for the Ohio River, contemplating approximately 70

-great reservoirs, including some already constructed, and

the building of levees for the protection of 155 towns along
the Ohio River on both sides, some in Eentucky, some in
West Virginia, some in Ohio, and some in Pennsylvania.
This bill provides for carrying out the recommendation
for the building of levees. Any town which can furnish the

‘money for rights-of-way and the necessary pumps to carry

the water back over the levees after it has seeped through
can take advantage of the provisions of this bill.

This measure goes a step further and provides that any
river in the United States upon which the Chief of Engi-
neers has completed a survey shall be given a survey by the
Department of Agriculture. This means the Miami, Little

‘Miami, Muskingum, Scioto, and Sandusky Rivers in Ohio,

in fact all the rivers where the Army engineers have made
surveys, in every State in the Union, can now be given a
survey by the Department of Agriculture to determine water
retardation, water run-off, and soil conservation. This bill
should pass. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein from page 27 of the hearings a statement furnished
the committee by the Chief of Engineers, giving the amount
of the flood damages for each of the communities in the
Ohio River Basin in 1936 and in 1937, aggregating for the
2 years some $600,000,000.

Mr, LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, and I do not think I shall object, I wonder if the
chairman could tell us with respect to the estimates for the
regular permanent bill for next year whether they have
gone far enough into their plans to give us some idea of the
probable cost.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The probable cost of what?

Mr. LAMBERTSON. The cost under the bill for next
year.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The bill for next year has not
been passed on by the Congress and has not been reported.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. But the gentleman has been work-
ing cn that and I would like to have his estimate.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I may say for the benefit of the
gentleman from Kansas and for the other Members of the
House that the Chief of Army Engineers has recommended
certain works, including reservoirs, along the tributaries of
the Ohio, tributaries of the Missouri, and the tributaries
of the Mississippi, the aggregate cost of which will be around
$600,000,000, such works to cover a period of from 10 to 20
years.

Mr. LAMBERTSON. That is about what I had in mind
and I will ask the gentleman the further question, if that
were all accomplished, would there be any assurance that
you have got the floods controlled, and is there not a real
question as to whether it is worth the money, since we have
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too much land anyway, and should we not let these rivers
kind of take their course?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I would say that this is not a ques-
tion of reclamation, but of protecting the best valleys we
have, as well as important cities, and important industrial
areas.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, and I shall not object, of course, but I should like {o
ask the gentleman a question which I did not have time
to ask him before. The $300,000 in section 2 does not come
out of the $24,000,000?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Oh, no; not at all.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. And the same thing is true with
respect to the surveys, in that they are not to come out of that
amount?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Oh, no.

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr, Lanaam]l. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman from Mississippi to
extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner indicated?

There was no objection,

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent in the extension of my remarks to include a statement
with respect to the protective works along the Ohio River,
the character of the work reported on and recommended by
the Chief of Engineers, the cost of construction, the total
cost of all works, and the cost of the rights-of-way.

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I do this because of the question asked by the gentle-
man from Kansas as to a comprehensive flood-control pro-
gram which the Chief of Army Engineers has recommended.
It is a fact, is it not, that despite this recommendation of the
Chief of Army Engineers, it is the desire of the President
that you not go into that next year and additional funds will
not be appropriated next year?

Mr, WHITTINGTON. Istated in my opening comprehen-
sive remarks that the President had requested that the com-
prehensive plan be continued until the nexi session of the
Congress.

Mr. GRISWOLD. And all that is to be expended next
year is the money you are now authorizing to be appro-
priated?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. And the moneys heretofore appro-
priated by the Congress.

Mr. WHITE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I cannot imagine anyone from Ohio, where we have
had disastrous flood conditions in recent months, doing any-
thing but giving his enthusiastic support to this bill. Up in
the northern part of the State we now have the Sandusky-
Scioto Conservancy District and in recent weeks, and as
a matter of fact, right at the present moment, flood ¢ondi-
tions exist in that area. On top of that we have had a
flood for 3 weeks in the town of Bellevue, Ohio, with water
reaching as high as half way up the telephone poles, not
derived from any river, but due to the fact that the com-
munity is built upon subterranean passageways.

The cities in the Sandusky River district are Fremont and
Tiffin. There has been high water in and around these
points, with great destruction to crops in the surrounding
countryside. However, there is no river at Bellevue. Yet
the flood has been worse there,

In order to meet the flood ravages we have sought to enlist
the assistance of every governmental agency that is available
under these conditions. First of all, the Army engineers, the
best flood experts in the world, sent one of their representa-
tives to give guidance in getting rid of the water at Bellevue.
Constantly recurring downpours have greatly complicated
this problem. The water, blanketing several parts of the
community so long, has created a serious health menace.

The presence of the Army engineer has been exfremely
helpful. In addition to dealing with the immediate problem,
his report will undoubtedly provide a formula for dealing
with this problem in the future. He has also checked up on
the conditions in the Tiffin-Fremont area so that this newest
flood data can be included in the program of activity for
the Sandusky-Scioto Conservancy District.
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A flood without a river is more rare than the proverbial
case of a “man hites dog"”; maybe this is the first case of
the kind in this country; at least, it is extremely unusual.
The Army engineer who went to Bellevue remarked that
ordinarily, in dealing with a flooded community, they go to
the nearby river and there it is; but in Bellevue it is a case
of “Where is it?”

Underneath this town is a series of passageways, of under-
ground streams, and in some places, elaborate caves. Think
of a flood arising from this condition. An Ohio expert who
is familiar with the territory contends that sinkholes which
mark the area around Bellevue lead fo underground chan-
nels which carry off water from the lowlands of the vicinity.
When rainfall becomes excessive, he says, the water which
has entered the rock crevices at a higher level to the south,
creates such a pressure at the openings in Bellevue and
farther north, that it gushes up and fioods the lands there.
He believes Bellevue is on a direct line of the underground
drainage which begins many miles south of Bellevue and
ends at Castalia, where the world-famous Blue Hole is
located, near the Sandusky Bay. The subterranean water,
according to this man, has been at work for thousands of
years, dissolving the limestone and carrying the dissolved
material to lower levels. There are fields where the rock
over many acres has subsided several feet, presumably
brought about by the washing away of the rock layers
underneath.

These peculiar conditions have brought about a flood of
unbelievable proportions. As previously mentioned, the
water has been more than halfway up telephone poles, both
in and out of town. It is still a very serious problem to get
rid of the water, get it out of the homes, off ruined streets
and fields where crops have been ruined. The water moved
with such force that it swept away railroad embankments
and tracks; it piled dirt around garages in one area within
a couple of feet of the roofs. While not so extensive, the
rehabilitation problem is the same here as in the Ohio River
region around Cincinnati.

My colleague from Ohio [Mr. Jenxins] has been an out-
standing leader in flood-control work here in Congress. We
all know that is true, and we appreciate that he knows this
sort of problem from A to Z. I doubly appreciate the coop-
eration of the Army engineers, because he tells me that this
is the first time to his knowledge that they have ever dis-
paiched a representative to a flood scene under circum-
stances like these. In this case the request was made one
day and the engineer was there the next day.

In similar manner the assistance of the Federal Housing
Administration has been enlisted for restoration, rebuilding,
and replacement of improvements on real property in line
with their policy in guaranteeing flood-relief loans in this
classification.

The Disaster Loan Corporation has authorized its agents
at Detroit and Cleveland to make a survey of the need for
their services in the Fremont, Tiffin, Bellevue region. If
they find the survey indicates the need of assistance on the
basis of character loans, including farming areas, on first
and second mortgages and to fixed property losses like barns
or fences that have been destroyed, they have agreed to
send their representatives to the local field to give help to
the R. F. C. set-up. Similar cooperation has been sought
from the Resettlement Administration in relation to stock
losses, the production-credit banks, the Farm Credit Admin-
istration, and Reseftlement Administration dealing with
crop losses, seed advances, and activities in this category.

Only today the Army engineers also expressed the belief
that they may be able to provide a badly needed home re-
habilitation survey, which under their expert methods has
been exfremely valuable to other communities stricken by
flood.

Now, then, all of these things give the picture of the
conditions and outline the action taken to meet the situa-
tion. But an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure,
and the bill before us now deals with flood control or flood
prevention. I am heartily in favor of the bill. However, I
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regret that today’s bill deals only with levees and flood walls
in the areas announced. I wish it included the area and
type of work indicated by the situation I have tried to de-
scribe, and the work for additional upstream communities.
Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that it does make provision
to carry out some limited activities in other regions, like
the Sandusky River area, where a survey has already been
made?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Oh, no; not where a survey has
been made, but only where the projects have been approved
by the Congress of the United States, and it is necessary
before any relief funds can be expended that such projects
be approved by the Congress of the United States. However,
the doors of the Committee on Flood Control will be open
to the gentleman at all times, and we will give him a sympa-
thetic hearing on any such proposition.

Mr. WHITE of Ohio. But with respect to other con-
servancy districts, this bill does put them in a position to
deal better with these problems?

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Like the gentleman, I have a great
many more matters that I would like to have included, but
this measure deals primarily with the Ohio River Basin.

Mr. WHITE of Ohio. I withdraw my reservation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITTINGTON, Mr. Speaker, at the risk of a
moment’s delay, I submit a further unanimous-consent
request.

Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that in the re-
vision of my remarks I may include therein the names of the
reservoirs included in the Chief of Engineer’s comprehensive
report, to which we have referred, the estimated cost of
construction, the estimated cost of highways, of railroads,
and of other items that the local interests are expected to
pay, together with the total costs as they appear in the
report of the Chief of Engineers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mis-
sissippi asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in
the manner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask umanimous
consent that all Members of the House may have 5 legisla-
tive days within which to extend their remarks in the
Recorp on this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BIERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to ob-
ject. I was interested in what the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. LameerTsoN] said regarding the expenditure of these
large amounts of money on flood control. There is this to
be said about flood control. It is a rational undertaking to
accomplish some good for the community and for the coun-
try. There is one way in which we expend money on our
rivers that is not modern or rational. I refer to the lavish
expenditure of money to restore the river transportation of
75 years ago. We have an example of it for about 100 miles
along my district in the upper Mississippi River, where the
War Department is expending a trainload of money, not on
something modern but in a futile effort to restore obsolete
river transportation. I refer to the 9-foot channel in the
upper Mississippi River, which will cost the Treasury some-
thing like $170,000,000 before it is completed, and which the
Army engineers estimate will cost one million and three-
quarter dollars each year for upkeep after its completion,
and which, as can be demonstrated mathematically, cannot
possibly be justified in an economic way. On top of that,
in this 9-foot channel that is costing this large sum of
money, something like 25 or 26 dams are to be put in, which
will be an aggravation of floods. After the dams have been
built all of the natural reservoirs for flood waters that go
down the Mississippi will be occupied when the floods start.
I suggest to the gentleman that he is exactly correct in
again and again advocating the conservation of public
moneys. We can afford to expend the money necessary to
do every necessary good thing that we ought to do in this
country, but we unbalance the Budget and waste the tax-
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payers’ money when we expend money on things absolutely
worthless. I here and now prophesy that the upper Missis-
sippi 9-foot channel not only will prove to be economically
unjustifiable but that it will be a positive damage to the
people along that river, and that it will be an aggravation
of their floods.

e]:Ir. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BIERMANN. Yes.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Every dollar that we have spent
and will spend on flood control for 10 years to come will not
be nearly as much as we suffered in loss last year and in the
1937 flood in Ohio.

Mr. BIERMANN. I am in favor of rational flood control.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi to suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was
passed, and a motion to reconsider the vote by which the
bill was passed was laid on the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks on the bill (H. R. 7618) relating to the
revested Oregon & California Railroad and reconveyed Coos
Bay Wagon Road grant lands situated in the State of Oregon,
&t a point in the ReEcorp immediately following the passage
of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER resumed the chair.

Mr. HAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that after the disposition of the special orders today
I may be permitted to address the House for 30 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the ReEcorp and to include therein
a speech of the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, Hon.
Harry Brown, delivered in the Fourth Congressional District
of Louisiana recently, on soil conservation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ADVANCEMENT OF FUNDS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr. PALMISANO, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7835) to
provide authorization for the advancement of funds for the
District of Columbia, which I send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BIGELOW. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object
in order to propound a parliamentary inguiry. If this con-
sent is granted, will there be an opportunity under the
5-minute rule for discussion of the bill?

The SPEAKER. The bill will be considered in the House
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill will be under the
5-minute rule and all germane amendments would be

permissible,
Is there objection?

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, further reserv-
ing the right to object, as I understand, this bill was covered
by one title in H. R. 7142?

Mr. PALMISANO. That is true.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. I think the objections that
ran against the title at that time still prevail. I think we at
least ought to have ample time to discuss it.
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Mr. PALMISANO. Will the gentleman reserve his objec-
tion and let me make a statement?

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of calling
this resolution up under unanimous consent is because of
the fact that unless the District government is able to bor-
Tow some money from the Treasury, and, of course, under
the resolution they will have to pay interest to the Treasury,
within the next few days it will be unable to pay the employ-
ees, such as police officers, members of the fire department,
and everyone working for the District government. As I
understand, the tax bill, which is on the other side of this
Capitol, may not come back here until some time in August.

The Senate has rewritten the entire bill, and it will require

a great deal of time in conference. So I am asking this
privilege at this time, in order to permit the employees of
the District government to be paid.

In the last Congress we permitted the District government
to borrow money to erect some municipal buildings that the
Federal Government wanted. It seems to me that at this
time we should not permit the employees of the District to
go without being paid. Of course, it is not our fault, it is
true.

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. They will not be able to obtain any
‘revenue for a month or two, even after the tax bill is passed.

I now yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. McFARLANE. Why can we not pass the tax bill that
has been pending before the Senate for some time, instead
of passing some kind of an alibi which will perhaps put us
in a defensive position?

Mr. PALMISANO. Unfortunately, due to the Court bill
being considered in the Senate, I understand the Senate will
not consider any debatable bill. As I understand, under the
rules of the Senate, if this bill is passed by unanimous con-
sent, they may be able to pass it before they go back on the
Court bill.

Mr. McFARLANE. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. PALMISANO. Yes; I yield.

Mr. McFARLANE. If they can pass this resolution that
will permit the borrowing of money, why can they not take
a little time and pass the tax bill and get the job done?

Mr. PALMISANO. Because the tax bill in itself is more
questionable and more debatable than this resclution.
thl:r. McFARLANE. If they do not try, how de we know

at?

Mr, PALMISANO. I am sorry, but I cannot tell the gen-
tleman the procedure, and I cannot tell the Senate what to
do. I wish they would pass it.

Mr. McFARLANE. They are trying fo tell us what to do.
What is the difference?

Mr. PALMISANO. I am willing to stay here until 12
o'clock at night.any night in order o thrash out in confer-
ence the disagreements between the House and the Senate.
I have spoken to the minority leader, and he knows the con-
dition, and he said he thought by all means we should not
stop payment to the employees.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield further?

Mr, PALMISANO. I yield.

_ Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. The House has considered
‘this matter. I do not want to be placed entirely in the light
of cutting the employees of the District of Columbia out of
receiving their pay, but it seems fo me that as the District has
its regular day a week from today, because of the importance
of this matter, I think it should go over until that time.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
as I understand it, it is not a question of the employees of
the District of Columbia getting their pay. It is a guestion
of whether the District shall raise the money necessary to
meet the District’s end of the District appropriation under
the existing tax law, or whether it shall do so in accordance
with new laws, such as have been proposed in the bill now
pending in the Senate. My understanding is that the Dis-
trict Commissioners have a right to fix a tax rate, under
existing law, on real estate and personal property, sufficient

to raise the amount necessary to meet the expenses of the
District government. The trouble is, as I understand it, that
the District Commissioners do not want to exercise the au-
thority with which they are now clothed to raise the neces-
sary funds under existing law. Am I not right?

Mr, PALMISANO. That is true.

Mr. MAPES. So that it is sort of a camoufiage to say that
the District employees are not going to get their pay under
the existing set-up.

Mr. PALMISANO. At the present time, due to the fact
that there is pending a bill to raise sufficient money, seven
or eight million dollars, which is a deficit, the Commissioners
are inclined to wait to see what the Congress will do.

Mr., MAPES. Further reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, the objection I see to the gentleman’s resolution
is that the Federal Government will lend this money to the
District, this tax legislation may not be passed and then the
fbdemaovemment,soonerorhter,mnhamtomcelthe

oan,

Mr. PALMISANO. Oh, no, no; I would not agree to that.
The gentleman will recall that sometime ago the District
Government borrowed some $20,000,000.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman
from Maryland whether there are any limitations that for-
bid the Treasury from advancing the Federal contribution
fo the District Commissioners in a lump sum at the begin-
ning of the fiscal year or at any one time?

Mr, PALMISANO. I understand that the Federal contri-
bution will be depleted in the first week or so of August.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois, I may say to the gentleman
that the whole cost of operating the District of Columbia is
only $46,000,000 or $47,000,000 per annum. If they spend
money at that rate, they will be entirely out of funds long
before the year expires.

Mr. PALMISANO. I may say to the gentleman from
Ilinois, speaking of the matter coming up in the regular
course, that the reason for passing this legislation is that
they may possibly be able to bring it up in the Senate to-
morrow morning before they enter into a further discussion
of the Court bill. I understand that once they resume con-
sideration of the Court bill they will not let anything in-
terrupt it.

Mr. THOMPSON of Ilinois. I would remind the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia that the House has passed upon this issue.

Mr. PALMISANO. I realize that it has.

Mr. THOMPSON of Ilinois. The House struck out title I
of the bill H. R. 7422, that would have permitted the Treas-
ury to advance funds to the Government of the District of
Columbia to allow the District to anticipate funds out of the
Federal Treasury. The only difference between that and
the pending bill is that the pending bill carries a provision
that if they borrow from the Federal Government they shall
not pay more than 3-percent inferest. Mr. Speaker, I feel
that we should have some time in which to discuss this
important question, and therefore I am compelled to object.

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, in order to comply with
the demand of the gentleman from Illinois for time in which
to discuss the matter, I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H. R. 7835) to provide authorization for the advance-
ment of funds for the District of Columbia, as amended.

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from Maryland moves to
suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R, 7835) to provide
authorization for the advancement of funds for the District
of Columbia, as amended. The Clerk will report the bhill as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That until and including June 30, 1938, the
Becretary of the Treasury, notwithstanding the provisions of the
District of Columbia Appropriation Act, approved June 29, 1922,
is authorized and directed to advance, on the requisition of the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, made In the manner

now prescribed by law, out of any money in the Treasury of the
United States not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be
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, from time to time, during sald fiscal year to meet the
general expenses of said District, as authorized by Congress, and
such amounts so advanced shall be relmbursed by the sald Com-
missioners to the Treasury out of the taxes and revenue collected
for the sup of the government of the said District of
Columbia, with interest at a rate to be fized by the Secretary of
the Treasury, but not to exceed 3 percent per annum.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it proper to make a
statement, although the Chair does not think it necessary for
the Chair ever to have to explain what the Chair decides
to do.

It was represented to the Chair that this was a matter
of some emergency with reference to the fiscal affairs of
the District of Columbia. For that reason the Chair agreed
to recognize the gentleman from Maryland to suspend the
rules. In the last analysis, of course, it is a matter for
the determination of the House.

Is a second demanded?

Mr. THOMPSON of Ilinois, Mr. Speaker, I demand a
second.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be con-
sidered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is recog-
nized for 20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
TroMPsON] is recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr, PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, as I stated before, the
purpose of bringing this bill up at this time is because the
tax bill has been tied up in the Senate. It is absolutely
necessary that something be done to provide the District
government with revenue to pay its employees. It is my
understanding that if consideration of the Court bill is con-
tinued in the Senate we shall not be able to take up the fax
bill for 2 or 3 weeks, or perhaps longer, It is my further
understanding from my colleague who spoke to Senator
Kine that Senator Kmve is under the impression that he may
be able to have this resolution passed on Tuesday, tomorrow,
before the Senate resumes consideration of the Court bill.
Once the Court bill is brought up on the floor no interrup-
tion of any kind will be permitted.

The District government cannot, as can the governments
of other municipalities of the States, borrow money from
the banks or in the open market. Unless this resolution is
passed the District will have no funds whatever to pay its
employees.

Mr. REES of Kansas, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Do I understand the gentleman to
say that if this tax bill that is pending in the Senate com-
mitte passes the Senate that the pending bill would be
unnecessary?

Mr. PALMISANO. If the tax bill should pass in time, but
I understand that they will not be able to bring up the tax
bill in the Senate because of the controversial items in the
bill, and they will not permit any interruption of any kind
in the consideration of the Court bill except perhaps for a
noncontroversial resolution of this kind which might be
passed by unanimous consent.

Mr. REES of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield for a further question?

Mr, PALMISANO. I yield.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Do I understand that the tax bill
now pending in the Senate will provide sufficient funds, if
passed, to take care of the expenses of operating the District
government, or will they have to borrow operating funds?

Mr. PALMISANO. No. The pending bill is for the sole
purpose of lending money to the District government, to be
repaid as the revenue comes in. As I understand, several new
methods of taxation are being considered by the Senate com-
mittee; for instance, they are considering the single-tax idea.
Should such a provision be included in the bill the whole tax
system of the District government would have to be revised,
and it would take some time before they could get it into
operation,

Mr. REES of Kansas. Did I understand the gentleman to

say if the bill the House passed should pass the Senate there

would be sufficient funds?
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Mr, PALMISANO. I understand so.

Mr. REES of Kansas. But there is some controversy about
it in the Senate?

Mr. PALMISANO. The bill that was passed by the House
carried sufficient funds to pay the 1937 expenses of the Dis-
trict government. The members of the Senate committee
have stricken out a considerable number of items that were
passed by the House, and I feel that we will have to have a
lengthy conference in order to get the bill straightened out.
I hope we will receive enough revenue to pay the expenses of
the District government for the current year.

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield to the gentleman from
Minnesota.

Mr. ENUTSON. Has the gentleman suggested to the
President that he withdraw his court-packing bill long
enough to permit the Senate to act on this tax bill?

Mr. PALMISANO. I may say to the gentleman I have not
the right to ask the President or anyone else to withdraw
a bill that is pending in the Senate.

Mr, BATES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield to the gentleman from Massa~
chusetts.

Mr, BATES. Is there any provision of law whereby the
District may borrow money in anticipation of taxes?

Mr. PALMISANO. No. I understand they have no au-
thority whatever to borrow money.

Mr. BATES. In anticipation of tazes?

Mr. PALMISANO. No.

Mr. BATES. The gentleman realizes that practically
every city in the United States has that authority?

Mr. PALMISANO. I stated before that every municipal-
ity in the country was able to borrow money, except the
District government.

Mr, BATES. What harm is there in permitting the Dis-
trict to borrow money in anticipation of taxes until this
bill is passed?

Mr, PALMISANO. That would suit me. Whether they
borrow it from the Federal Government or the banks would
make no difference to me.

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield?
ilzMr. PALMISANO. I yield to the gentleman from Mich-

an.

Mr. MAPES. As I understand the gentleman, if the Sen-
ate should pass the tax bill which the House passed, this
resolution would not be necessary?

Mr. PALMISANO. I understand they would not be able
to collect enough taxes to meet the current expenses even
if this resolution passed today. The revenue would not
come in fast enough to meet the running expenses of the
District government.

Mr. MAPES. Has the gentleman submitted this propo-
sition to the Committee on Appropriations which handles
the District appropriation bill?

Mr. PALMISANO. No; I have not.

Mr. MAPES. This in effect overrides and supersedes the
provision in the appropriation law which states that the
Federal Government shall contribute $5,000,000 to the ex-
penses of the District government?

Mr. PALMISANO. Yes; but I would not say this overrides
the Appropriations Committee. This does not ask the Fed-
eral Government to appropriate anything, It simply per-
mits the District Commissioners to borrow money from the
Federal Government. May I say to the Members of the
House if they want to authorize the District government
to borrow from the banks in anticipation of tax receipts, I
would be satisfled. I do not want any contribution to be
made by the Federal Government. The only thing I am
trying to do is to permit the District government to borrow
sufficient money to continue its functions.

Mr. MAPES. If the tax bill now pending in the Senate
does not pass, how is the District going to raise revenue to
repay the loan which the Federal Government advances?

Mr. PALMISANO. I hope the Senate will never tie up
the tax bill in that way. If an occasion of that kind should
arise, then I say the Congress should pass some law giving
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to the District government the absclute control of its affairs
so that they will never be tied up in that way again.

Mr. MAPES. I know the gentleman hopes that condition
will not be brought about, but suppose it is brought about?

Mr. PALMISANO. I cannot say, of course. I do not feel
that the Senate or the Congress will permit a condition of
that kind to exist.

Mr. MAPES. Does it not mean that the Federal Govern-
ment must then contribute more than $5,000,000?

Mr. PALMISANO. No. If the gentleman feels that way,
he may offer an amendment to this resolution permitting
the District government to borrow from banks.

Mrs. JENCKES of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield to the gentlewoman from In-
diana.

Mrs. JENCKES of Indiana. Should the Congress fail to
pass the present tax bill and we do not pass this resolution
in time to give the District government the right to borrow
from the Federal Government, how are the firemen and
policemen going to be paid during the fiscal year 1937?

Mr. PALMISANO. I may say if the tax bill had been
passed in the usual course, the District government would
have been collecting taxes beginning with the 1st of July.
They would have received some money through the payment
cf taxes, but up to date they have received nothing and will
receive nothing until the tax bill is passed. It is for this
reason that the necessity arises for the passage of this
resolution. .

Mr. BOILEAU. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
consin.

Mr. BOILEAU. In other years we have not had similar
legislation. The District has not found it necessary to
borrow from the Federal Government?

Mr. PALMISANO. That is right.

Mr, BOILEAU. Will the gentleman state briefly how the
situation has changed so that it now becomes necessary to
do that this year? That is a very important matter, in my
opinion.

Mr. PALMISANO. Due to the fact there was a deficit in
the District government to the extent of some seven or eight
million dollars, in order to meet that deficit the Congress
considered certain taxes, which has tied up the tax system
of the District. This being so, it also tied the hands of the
District Commissioners, who were unable to proceed with the
collection of taxes. That is the only reason.

Mr. BOILEAU. Was there a deficit last year, or did that
deficit of seven or eight million dollars occur only in the
present fiscal year?

Mr, PALMISANO. Last year.

Mr. BOILEAU. If there was a deficit last year, it became
the duty of the Commissioners to increase the real-estate
tax rate, did it not?

Mr. PALMISANO. Well, that was an item considered by
fibz District Appropriation Committee, and nothing was

one.

Mr. BOILEAU. Is not the gentleman going to explain the
situation further?

Mr. PALMISANO. I really do not know anything further
about it,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
10 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this bill were included as
title I in the bill (H. R. 7422) to raise additional revenue for
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, which was
considered in the House several weeks ago. The House in
Committee of the Whole House, by a vote, struck out title I
of that measure and it went over to the other body without
that title included.

Mr, Speaker, I believe the reasons which impelled the
House at that time to strike out the provisions authorizing
the Federal Treasury to advance money to the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia prevail at this time just
as forcibly as ever. For myself, I fail to see why the Federal
Treasury should be & clearing house for the District of
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Columbia. I do not know why the Federal Treasury should
advance money to operate the government of the District
of Columbia any more than it should advance money to op-
erate the cily of Chicago, the city of Pittsburgh, or any
other city in the United States. It seems to me the District
of Columbia should stand on its own feet.

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, THOMPSON of Illinois, I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr, BATES, Is it not true that many cities throughout
the country have special authority under the law to borrow
money in anticipation of taxes? This privilege is given by
the legislatures of the various States. The reason the Dis-
trict Commissioners do not borrow is that the Congress
ties their hands. Is not that the fruth of the matter?

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Probably; but let me point
out to the gentleman that there is not a city in the United
States which is in financial difficulties where such difficulties
cannot be traced back to the fact that some time in the years
gone by it was permitted to anticipate its taxes and gef
away from a cash or a pay-as-you-go basis. If the legis-
latures of the gentleman’s State and my State and every
other State in the Union had denied municipalities the right
to anticipate taxes, these cities would not have had the
financial trouble they have had during the last 5 or 6 years.
I believe it is a bad policy to start here in the Federal city.

Mr. BATES. As the gentleman knows, I am a member
of the committee, and I believe I know something about this
problem. The gentleman knows and I know that these
revenue notes are the first notes paid off when the receipts
come in. Therefore there is no obligation on the part of the
Government, for the first receipts are taken to pay off these
revenue notes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. I do not subscribe to that.

Mr. BATES. Well, T subscribe to it, because it is the
truth.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Because this bill is about as
broad as anything that has ever been considered by the
House, Just let me read to the House that portion following
the enacting clause:

That until and including June 30, 1938, the Secretary of the
Treasury, notwithstanding the provisions of the District of Co-
lumbia Appropriation Act, approved June 29, 1922, is authorized
and directed to advance—

And so forth. This has absolutely no limitations.

Mr, BATES. It also says, does it not, that such amounts
shall be reimbursed by the Commissioners fo the Treasury
out of the taxes and revenue collected by the District as
soon as such taxes and revenues come in?

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. The Commissioners can em-
bark upon and continue to grow in a policy of borrowing
and tax anticipation, which, in my opinion, is fundamentally
wrong and should not be permitited to prevail in connection
with the government of the city under the control of the
Congress.

Mr. BATES. Every city in the entire United States has
this power today.

Mr. THOMPSON of @linois. This city is entirely differ-
ent. This is a Federal city, operated fundamentally for
the United States Government.

Mr. BATES. You are tying the hands of the District
so0 it cannot operate.

Mr. THOMPSON of Ilinois. I read the local newspapers
here, and I have as much consideration and sympathy for
the people in the District of Columbia as anybody, but it
does seem fo me they do not do everything they can to help
themselves. In the 5 years I have been in Washington I
have noticed that the Congress of the United States is
blamed for almost everything that happens to local business
downtown here. I have read stories in the local papers to
the effect that the Commissioners and other officials of the
District of Columbia are either condemning or worrying
about what Congress will do. I think this is highly im-
proper. I do not deny, Mr. Speaker, the right of citizens,
groups of citizens, and organizations in the District of
Columbia to condemn Congress for anything it does. I do
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not believe we should be “thin-skinned.” We should be
able to “take it.” However, I do say it is entirely wrong,

and I think it borders on insubordination, when the Com-
missioners of the District—and there is nothing personal in
this as far as I am concerned, for I have not had the
pleasure of meeting any of these gentlemen—continuously
condemn or criticize and worry about what Congress is
going to do about matters affecting the District of Columbia.

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. McFARLANE. Does not the gentleman believe the
District Commissioners ought to put in a little more time
and show a little spine in administering the laws down there
and in raising the tax rates, rather than ache and come back
to Congress, wanting Congress to do these things, when they
already have all the authority they need to raise ample funds
to take care of the District government?

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. I regret I cannot answer the
question of the gentleman with reference to how much time
the District Commissioners put in. I do not know whether
they put in any time, but assume they make an effort to do
their duty.

Mr. BATES. If the gentleman will permit, do the Dis-
trict Commissioners at this time have authority to borrow
.money to pay the bills, the wages, and the salaries they
must pay?

Mr. McFARLANE. The District Commissioners have
ample authority to raise the tax rate, in order to raise all the
money necessary to take care of all the expenses for running
ihe District government.

Mr. BATES. At this moment?

Mr. McFARLANE. Yes; they have that authority at this
moment,

Mr. BATES. The chairman of the Commission says nof.

Mr. McCFARLANE. They do not need authority to borrow
money. What they need is spine enough to raise the tax
rates in order to raise the money necessary. ]

Mr. BATES. But they cannot raise the money unless they
have authority, and they cannot pay bills unless they can
borrow in anticipation of taxes.

Mr. McFARLANE. They have authority under the law
now to raise taxes on both real and personal property, and
they have not had the spine to do it.

Mr. BATES. But until those taxes come in, they must
pay the bills.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I must decline
to yield any further for the moment,

I would like to call the attention of the House fo the
looseness or lack of limitations in the measure we now have
under consideration. It was only a week or so ago that
this body was compelled to pass over the veto of the Execu-
tive, a measure which would permit the farmers of the
United States to borrow money at 3. percent per annum.
This bill, with the committee amendment written into it,
provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall fix the
interest rate on the funds advanced to the District of Colum-
bia at not to exceed 3 percent per annum.

Mr. Speaker, I hold that if anybody is going to fix the
rate or if we are going to embark upon the policy of lending
Federal funds out of the Federal Treasury for the operation
of the District of Columbia, the Congress itself should fix
the rate and not turn that authority over to the Secretary
of the Treasury. Of course, under the parliamentary pro-
cedure by which we are considering this bill it is impossible
to offer an amendment, so the only thing that those of us
who are opposed to this proposed policy of the Capital City
of the greatest Nation in the world becoming involved in
the old system of tax anticipation can do is to vote down
the bill.,

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time and yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BigeLow.]

Mr. MAPES. Mr, Speaker, I think in considering a matter
of this kind we should have the benefit of the advice of the
District Appropriations Committee, and I therefore make
the point of order there is not a quorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WoopruM).
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there is not a quorum present.
Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the

House

A call of the House was ordered.

JULY 19
Evidently

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members
failed to answer fo their names:
[Roll No. 111]

Amlie Eaton Johnson, Minn. Robinson, Utah
Anderson, Mo Eberharter KEeller Robsion, Ky.

Edmiston KEelly, N. Y. Rogers, Okla,
Bacon Ellenbogen Kirwan Ryan

Faddis Kitchens Bchuetz
Boylan, N. Y Farley Kloeb Seger
Brewster Fernandez Kopplemann Short
Buck Fitzpatrick Lambeth Sirovich
Buckley, N. Y. Fleger Lemke Smith, Va.
Caldwell Forand Lewis, Md. Smith, Wash,
Cannon, Wis. Frey, Pa MeClellan Bmith, W. Va.
Cartwright Fries, Ill McGroarty Snyder, Pa.
Casey, Mass Fuller McMillan Somers, N. Y.
Celler Fulmer Mahon, Tex. Btack
Chandler Garrett Mansfield Starnes
Cluett Gasque Miller Bumners, Tex.
Cole, N. Y Gifford Mouton Sweeney
Collins Giichrist O'Connell, Mont, Taber
Cooley Goldsborough O'Connell, B.I. Taylor, Colo.
Cravens Greenwood O'Malley Taylor, Tenn,
Creal Greever O'Neal, Ey. Telgan
Crosby Hancock, N. Y. Parsons Terry

Hancock, N. C Patrick Thom
Crowther Harter Thomas, N. J.
Culkin Hartley Phillips Thomason, Tex.
Cummings Healey Plumley Tolan
Daly ‘Hildebrandt Ramspeck Treadway
Dingell Hill, Ala. Rayburn Wadsworth
Dirksen Hill, Okla. Reed, N, Y, Wene
Drew, Pa. Hunter Rellly Wigglesworth
Driver Jacobsen Rich Withrow
Duncan Jenks, N. H. Robertson Zimmerman

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three hundred and twelve
Members have answered to their names, a quorum.

On motion of Mr.- PaLmisano, further proceedings under
the call were dispensed with.

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr., BiceLow].

Mr. BIGELOW. Mr. Speaker, we are now about to vote
on the question of whether we shall consent to allow the
District Commissioners to borrow from the Federal Treasury.
This is a proposal that we voted out of the District tax bill
when it passed the House.

It has been represented here as though if we do not pass
this resolution, firemen and policemen and other employees
of the District will be without their salaries. This is a mis-
take, If the present pending District tax bill were now
passed, there is no contention that there would not be
money to pay these bills.

Mr. Speaker, I want to make this point. The power now
exists, without one line of law, to provide a tax measure
that will pay all of these bills. Under a law that was
passed in 1922, and which is still in force, the District
Commissioners have the power to fix any tax rate upon
real estate necessary to meet the bills that are authorized.
The tax rate in the District is 15 mills, The deficit is
$8,000,000, or probably $7,000,000, but we will call it
$8,000,000, and they can meet this deficit by raising the tax
rate on real estate in the District 7 mills, making the total
tax rate 22 mills, If the District Commissioners would
exercise the power they have under the law to fix the tax
rate on real estate at 22 mills, all the money could be
raised and there would be no need of bothering with any
tax law in this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, if the District Commissioners exercised the
power they now have under the law, instead of coming
in here and asking for a new law, they would fix a rate at
22 mills, and that rate on real estate in the District would
be lower than the rate paid by any large city in the United
States today.

I have here the Jacobs report for which this Government
paid $50,000. This report sets forth that there are 35 larger
cities of the United States, comparable in size with the Dis-
trict, all of which are paying a higher tax rate than would
be paid by real estate in the District if the District Com-
missioners exercised the power they have under the law, and
which they should exercise, to raise these rates.
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The Congress is being whipsawed by the real-estate in-

terests of this District. This is a paradise of landlords,

and I beg of the House not to give this power today, but to
make the Disirict Commissioners exercise the power they
have of raising the rate, and even so the rate will not be
as high as my city pays. Why is it that with a reasonably
low rate on real estate all the revenue needed can be met
in the District? The reason is that my city and your city
and all the other cities are paying nearly one-half of their
tax levies for debt charges, while this community has no
debt charge. Therefore the 22-mills rate on real estate in
this District will raise all the revenue the District needs.

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle=
man yield?

Mr. BIGELOW. Yes.

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Will the gentleman tell me
what the District is going to do for money in the mean-
time? If the gentleman’s argument holds in this case, how
are we going to pay the 10,000 employees of the District be-
tween now and next October, which is the length of time
that will be required to raise the real-estate tax?

Mr. BIGELOW. The gentleman evidently missed my
point in the beginning. We have a tax bill now pending in
the Senate.

If this tax bill were passed within the next few days, the
tax issue would be fully met. There would then be no pre-
tense that it was necessary to berrow money for the District
to carry on. Now my contention is that while, if the tax
bill pending in the Senate is not passed within the next few
days, the tax issue cannot be settled in that way, it never-
theless can be settled just as speedily by the action of the
Commissioners in raising the tax rate on real estate.

The reason for my action in opposing this resolution is
that I want to see the District Commissioners forced to
exercise the power which the law gives them to raise taxes
on real estate. This is not because I think it is desirable to
raise the tax rate on the houses in which people live or upon
other improvements on land. But it is desirable to raise
the taxes upon the land values. As long as buildings and
land values are lumped together, we cannot raise taxes on
land values without raising taxes on buildings. A distinction
should be made between these two subjects of taxation. A
committee of the Senate has made this distinction. The
District tax bill, as awaiting action in the Senate, proposes a
tax of 1% percent on buildings and a tax of 215 percent on
land values. That is sound economics. It is the first light
that has dawned on this dark subject of taxation since many
years ago the Pennsylvania Legislature permitted the two
cities of Pennsylvania, Pittsburgh and Scranton, to levy a
higher rate of taxation upon land values than upon build-
ings. I am grateful for this evidence of progress in the
philosophy of taxation that now, for the first time in the
history of the Nation, it should be proposed by a committee
of at least one body of this Congress fo shift at least some
of the burden of taxation from improvements on land to
land values in the Capital City. This beginning of tax in-
telligence, if retained, should be a wholesome object lesson
to the Nation.

There is, of course, no opportunity under the restricted
rules by which this unanimous-consent resolution is being
considered to really get into the essence of this discussion.
The 1-percent tax rate which the Senate committee is pro-
posing to place upon land values, in addition to the 115 per-
cent on both land and buildings, does raise a question of
fundamental and very great importance, which has been
almost universally ignored in tax theory and practice in the
United States. I am hoping that if the extra tax levy on
land values which the Senate committee proposes is retained
in the Senate bill and the bill is returned to the House with
this amendment included, there will be a better opportunity
than is now presented for a further discussion of this pro-
posal for which I contend, that when the city taxes land
values it is merely living on its own earned income, but when
the city taxes buildings or any other form of wealth it is
making a tax raid upon private property. I contend that it
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is not sound economics and it is not sound public morals for
a community to deprive individuals of private property that
they have earned in order to allow the land values produced
by the community to go into the pockets of individuals who
have not earned them. f

In this city of Washington there is one half billion dollars
of pure land values. Not $1 of this was ever the individual
creation of a single soul living or dead. These values have
come in response to an economic law of gravitation, just as
cream comes to the top of a pan of milk. Not one penny of
tax should be put on any building that men build, until this
value that individuals do not make but that the community
makes, is adequately taxed. There is where the weight of
taxation should go, on community values, on the advantages
of location, on monopoly privileges, and not on individual
labor values.

As the years pass these rising land values of the Capital
City are pouring little streams of gold into the laps of the
old families and the rich estates who here, as everywhere,
own the most of such holdings.

These ground rents are the pension rolls of the rich. The
Bourbon or Stuart kings never granted to court favorites
any more unadulterated privileges than our cities bestow on
those who are lucky enough to own the sites on which these
cities grow.

Here in Washington we let the holders of these privileges
off with a tax of 1, percent and we soak the builders and
the workers for the rest.

In my city of Cincinnati if you wanted to clear slums
for rehousing, down in the most blighted section of the city,
where the shacks are literally rotting and festering with
disease and crime, you would have to pay $50,000 an acre for
the ground. Why do we put tax penalties on building when
we should know that these building taxes, shifted to those
land values, would both cheapen the land and encourage
building? It is because we have not appreciated the essen-
tial difference between land values and house values which
are earned.

For the land for one of the Federal housing projects in
New York City the New Deal paid Mr. Vincent Astor $189,-
281.31 worth of 65-year 3l4-percent bonds in addition to
amortization in equal annual installments over the period.
The New Deal also gave Mr. Baruch $36,000 for a little strip
of his ground. Yes, this is brilliant economics. We drive
people out of slums into worse rat holes, to build houses that
these poor can never live in, because they cannot afford to
pay this ground rent along with the taxes that are added
to the houses. People for whom they were not intended
will be the ones to live in these houses and their wages
will go down because, with subsidized rents they can afford
to underbid their brothers. But these two things will hap-
pen. A few millionaires will unload some land on the Gov-
ernment, as in the case of Messrs. Astor and Baruch, and
the buildings will increase the land values in the surround-
ing neighborhood. You cannot beat these economic laws,
not if you have ostrich economics and stick your head in the
sands and refuse to see.

Land values are social values. The lighter the tax upon
these values the greater the unearned wealth that goes to
owners. House values are labor values. The higher the tax
on houses the more they have to cost. The higher the tax
on land values the less the land costs. Until we learn this
much economics, rehousing projects will do nothing but
benefit landlords and burden taxpayers.

There is, of course, no opportunity under the restricted
rules by which this unanimous-consent resoclution is being
considered, to really get into the essence of this discussion.
The 1-percent tax rate which the Senate committee is pro-
posing to place upon land values, in addition to the 1%
percent on both land and buildings, does raise a question of
fundamental and very great importance, which has been
almost universally ignored in tax theory and practice in the
United States. I am hoping thaf, if the exira tax levy on
land values which the Senate committee proposes is retained
in the Senate bill and the bill is returned to the House with
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this amendment included, there will be a better opportunity
than is now presented for a further discussion of this pro-
posal for which I contend—that, when the city taxes land
values, it is merely living on its own earned income, but,
when the city taxes buildings or any other form of wealth,
it is making a tax raid upon private property. I contend
that it is not sound economics and it is not sound public
morals for a community to deprive individuals of private
property that they have earned, in order to allow the land
values produced by the community to go into the pockets
of individuals who have not earned them.

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Indiana [Mrs. JENCKES].

Mrs. JENCKES of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have been a
member of the District Committee ever since I came to Wash-
ington. We have had many arguments on the floor at differ-
ent times, and I have heard the District people themselves
arguing the question of their part in self-government.
Today, to my mind, is conclusive argument that the people
of the District should have the right to run their own affairs
and not have all of these small questions brought to Congress.
I know that my home community has the right to go to the
bank and borrow money. I know that the District should
have the right to anticipate its collections. The bill which is
now pending in the Senate, which we sent over there, even if
it had been enacted into law, would not take care of the pres-
ent situation, and if we do not now give the authority to the
District Commissioners to provide themselves with a running
capital, it will not be the Commissioners, it will not be you
and I who will suffer, nor will it be the Treasury of the United
States, but it will be those people who are giving their lives
and service to the District, and also to you and me, because
when we live in the District we are protected by the police-
men and the firemen and by those citizens who are serving
the District. So I appeal to you, my colleagues, to think of
that, and to think of this as if it were your home community,
and what an embarrassment it would be to have it sent out
over the Nation that you had failed to meet your pay roll, and
I ask you to give to the Commissioners the right to get this
money from the Nation’s Treasury in anticipation of their
collecting it from the people of the District. [Applause.]

Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Towa [Mr. THURSTON],

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it
was exceedingly unforfunate that a composite tax bill was
brought in here that touched so many different avenues of
revenue that obviously there was a considerable amount of
opposition to it. It seems to me that inasmuch as we have
inheritance taxes and income taxes in various States, like-
wise a higher gasoline or automobile tax, it would be exceed-
ingly easy for the Committee on the District of Columbia to
bring in a series of bills and have these taxes fixed on about
an average gasoline tax within the States, or an inher-
itance tax or an income tax on the same basis. I venture to
suggest that such bills would pass this House by unani-
mous consent, but if they continue to bring in these omnibus
hills and touch so many controversial phases, it is doubtful

if we will have any legislation on this subject during this |

session. If the committee would bring in these separate

bills as they do in the general assemblies of the respective |

States, fixing their taxes bill by bill, there will be no doubt
of their passage, and then the District would have ample
tax legislation.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the
gentleman to the fact that there is absolutely no limit to the
repayment of this money, or out of the receipts of what
year it is to be paid. It could run on until Gabriel blows his
horn so far as limitations in this bill are concerned.

Mr. THURSTON., The gentleman's suggestion is sound
and gives an additional reason why the bill should not be
passed.

Mr, THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. REes].

Mr. REES of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that
the Members of this House have paid very much attention
to the measure pending before us. In the first place I think
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you will agree with me that you are writing a blank check,
There is no limit to the amount that you are going to loan
to the District of Columbia under this bill. We are told that
you will loan this money at a rate of not more than 3 per-
cent, and yet we quarreled the other day because we are
loaning money to the farmer at 315 percent.

I appreciate what the gentlewoman from Indiana [Mrs.,
JENCEES] said & moment ago about these folks who will not’
get their money. Everybody wants these employees to get
their money. They are entitled to be paid now. Something

wanting to be represented. I do not believe that the people
who live in the District would expect to have such low taxes
if they were represented on the floor themselves, and if they
ran their own government. They would not expect to hav
an automobile license tax of $1, the lowest rate in
United States, when as a matter of fact the average
is six or seven dollars in the States. They would

expect to go without inheritance taxes or estate 1
they do here. We have no income tax here; no inheri
tax, no sales tax. So I say, if they could levy their
taxes they certainly would not expect the low taxes
getting. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, BigELow]
us that if you raise this real-estate tax to half the
other cities of comparable size, even then they could raise
enough money. We are writing a blank check except that
it says in this bill the money is to be repaid in 1 year. It
seems to me that there should be a limit of the amount to
be borrowed and some provision for its definite repayment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Kansas has expired.

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr, Speaker, I vield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SHAFER].

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I have requested.
this time to answer a question asked several times during
the debate. The question is, When will this money be paid
back o the Treasury?

The organic law of the District of Columbia compels the
Commissioners to pay back every cent obtained under this
loan by the 30th of June next year. The law forbids the
Commissioners to remain in debt and they must discharge
this obligation by June 30, 1938. And this law has teeth.
It provides that the Commissioners may be sentenced to
terms in jail if they fail to raise the money to discharge
the obligation. That is how strong it is. The Federal
Treasury cannot possibly lose if this bill is passed today.
The District Commissioners must raise the money by some
means so that obligation will be dicharged next June.
That is the law.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. I yield.

Mr. DONDERO. How much money will be involved in
the passage of this bill?

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan, It costs $4,000,000 a month
to run the District of Columbia.

Mr. DONDERO. The bill says “such sums as may be
necessary.” There is no limitation.

Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. That makes no difference.

T
HH L

| The District of Columbia must have money on which to

operate, and the District must pay back to the Treasury of
the United States every cent that it borrows under this
bill. What will the 10,000 employees of the District do if
Congress fails to authorize this loan? I{ will be impossible
to raise money through an advance in real estate taxes, as
has been suggested, before October. What are the em-
ployees of the District going to do in the meantime? How
will they live? Issuance of scrip will be the only solution,
and I am sure no Member of this Congress would have that
on his conscience. If this bill fails to pass that is just
what will happen. The District will be forced to issue
scrip. Many Members have talked about this bill here this
afternoon who ordinarily pay no attention whatever to Dis-
frict affairs. Many of them do not know what they are
talking about, Time and again they have been unable to
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answer vital questions concerning the bill under debate. It
seems that every bill brought into this Chamber by the
District of Columbia Committee has two strikes on it before
the debate gets under way. They talk about increasing the
District’s real-estate tax. Pass this bill and Congress will
take a sure step toward creating higher real-estate taxes,
and I believe these taxes should be increased. The fact
that the organic law of the District makes it mandatory
that the Commissioners pay back this loan next year will
cause the Commissioners to find ways and means of raising
the money. They are empowered by law to raise the real-
estate tax rate if necessary, and they have no other way of
raising the money that will be required.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Michigan has expired.

Mr, PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 3 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio talked abouf in-
creasing the tax rate on real estate. Of course, I appreciate
his views. He believes that real estate should pay all of the
expenses.

In the tax bill that is over on the other side we have tried
to put the District government on a par with other munici-
palities of the country. They have had no inheritance tax.
We created an inheritance tax. They had no estate tax.
‘We put on an estate tax. They had an automobile tax of
$1, regardless of the size of the machine, whether it was a
10-ton truck or whether it was a little Ford. We placed a
weight tax on, in order to put the District on a sound finan-
cial basis. We increased the real-estate tax. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Dies] said they cut out the so-called chain-
store tax and they inserted a sales tax. I want o say to
the gentleman from Texas and the Members of this House
that I, for one, as a member of the conference committee,
will never agree to a sales tax on that bill.,

Now, we are endeavoring to do something to put the Dis-
trict on a comparative basis with other city governments.
Let us say we will increase the tax and put it all on real
estate, or whatever you will, they will not be able to collect
it until after a lapse of 2 or 3 months. What is the Dis-
trict government going to do during that period? Where
is it going to obtain the money in order to pay employees?

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield at that
point?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield.

Mr. BATES. I just discussed this with the Auditor of
the District, and he told me that unless this bill passes
within the next few days the employees of this District will
be unpaid and the police of the District will be unpaid.
They have no authority, under present law, to borrow money
in anticipation of those taxes.

So, Mr. Speaker, it becomes imperative, if we are inter-
ested in keeping this community going, to pass this authori-
zation this afternoon.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 2 addi-
tional minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the Members of the House
that I talked with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Can-
won], of the Appropriations Subcommittee, in the absence of
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CoLLins], chairman of
the subcommittee, and he told me that there would be no
objection so far as the Appropriations Committee was con-
cerned, that they should hold down the District govern-
ment. If there is any fear that the District government
will not repay whatever it borrows in this emergency, I, for
one, will go before the Appropriations Committee next year
and take from the District government so much of the Fed-
eral contribution as may be necessary to repay what the
District government receives on account of this resolution.

This is an emergency, Mr. Speaker, and I appeal to the
Members to give to the District this power to borrow money
during this limited time, a power enjoyed by every other
municipality in the country. Every legislature in every
State permits the municipalities to borrow money for oper-
ating expenses. I appeal to the Members to give the District
the right to borrow during this emergency.
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Mr. LEAVY. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMISANO. I yield.

Mr. LEAVY. It has been the experience of many mu-
nicipalities in the borrowing of money that they frequently
incurred a greater indebtedness than they should have; that
they spent more money than they should have. If this
resolution passes, will the authorities here in Washington
spend more money than they should if they were not per-
mitted to borrow?

Mr. PALMISANO. The Treasury will take care of that;
the District has certain appropriations they may not exceed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WooprumM). The time
of the gentleman from Maryland has expired; all time has
expired.

The question is, Shall the rules be suspended and the bill
pass?

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded
by Mr. PaLmisano) —there were—ayes 65, noes 90.

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the
rules were not suspended, and the bill was not passed.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent fo revise and extend my remarks and to include therein
a copy of a speech delivered by Mr. Ray Murphy, past com-
mander of the American Legion, at the banquet of insurance
commissioners in convention at Philadelphia on June 23,
1937.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

(Mr. Forp of California and Mr. Imuorr asked and were
given permission fo revise and extend their own remarks in
the REecorp.)

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a memorial
tribute to our late lamented colleague from California, Hon.
Henry E. Stubbs, by the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. KraMER].

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection,

Mr. SOUTH. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by including an address
delivered by the Honorable Karl A. Crowley, Solicitor of the
Post Office Department, at Brady, Tex., on July 6.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that on tomorrow, following the speech of the gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Casel, I may be permitted to
address the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow, Tuesday, following
the special orders already entered, that the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. McLean], may address the House for 20
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that on Thursday next after the reading of the Journal,
the disposition of matters on the Speaker’s table, of the
legislative program for the day and special orders hereto-
fore agreed to, I may be permitted to address the House
for 30 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that on Wednesday next after other business has been
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disposed of I may be permitted to address the House for 25
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The SPEARER. Under the order of the House herefo-
fore made the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ENUTSON],
is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, a few short weeks ago our
colleague from Michigan [Mr. ExceL] told you how 7,000
railroad cars of free mail had cost the taxpayers of the
Nation in excess of $217,000,000 in 4 years. Today it will
be my endeavor to tell the Members of the Congress and
expose to the people of America how and where more than
$206,000,000 more of the taxpayers’ money has been or will
be spent in travel expense alone for the fiscal years of 1936,
1937, and 1938.

Two hundred and six million dollars is a tremendous sum
of money and will buy a whole lot of traveling. In fact, this
sum exceeds by far the cost of sending the American Ex-
peditionary Forces to France during the World War.

It exceeds by $89,000,000 the travel expense for the fiscal
years of 1931, 1932, and 1933 combined. And when we get
through paying the probable deficiencies for travel expense
next year, the amount spent will undoubtedly be more than
twice the sum spent for travel in any comparable 3-year
period in the Nation's history.

TRAVEL IN THE ANCIENT DAYS

With the advancement of early civilization the necessity
for travel increased. The crude trails through the forests
and over the mountains eventually became well-defined
roads. Along these ancient highways, thieves and robbers
plied their trade. But from the necessity of things, travel
constantly increased and in the course of time crude signs
came to be erected along the principal highways to direct
the traveler in safety from place to place and fo keep the
stranger from wandering from the beaten path. Mr,
Speaker, as in the ancient days, common sense and social
usage have erected guide posts to chart the course of both
business and government. These are the very foundations
of governments themselves.

Mr. Speaker, the only necessity which today calls for these
extravagant expenditures for fravel is political necessity.
In the mad scramble to extend the frontiers of social justice
the New Dealers have chosen to ignore all reasonable direc-
tion and have sought out new and undiscovered pathways
to travel. They now find themselves and the Nation in the
dismal swamp of debt, surrounded on all sides by signs
which point to danger. They have traveled and traveled
and will keep on traveling,. They know not which way to
turn, but must wallow in the mire of their misery until
rescue or relief comes. The galloping hounds of waste, who
led the mad chase fo overtake prosperity for the forgoften
man, now hear the baying of the Communist wolf pack clos-
ing in as they scent their prey. Mr. Speaker, the thieves
and robbers of old no longer ply their arts along the ancient
highways, but an examination of the expenditures which
have been made in the first 3 years under the guise of travel
expense leads me to believe that a new order has developed
which is more artful and more efficient in wringing money
from the people for travel purposes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, KNUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Has the gentleman forgotten that the
W. P. A. spent $500,000,000 constructing swimming pools
along those highways?

Mr. ENUTSON. If they did, they did not use the swim-
ming pools for themselves.

Mr. Speaker, as we inspect the handiwork of the intel-
lectual giants who conceived all these bureaus and agencies
of waste, I wonder if there is a single Member of this House
who would be so naive as to inquire why we should longer
continue this travel waste? Think of it—$206,000,000 for
travel expense alone, not counting the untold millions spent
for the purchase and the upkeep of thousands of automobiles,
not counting the additional millions spent for the transpor-
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tation of things. No wonder the railroad companies and the
steamship lines are enjoying a period of prosperity. It is
quite understandable now.

WHO BPENT THE MONEY?

Who spent all this money, you ask? Was it spent by
clerks and stenographers? Was it spent by charwomen and
janitors? Was it spent by watchmen and laborers? Was
it spent for useful purposes in governmental service or was
a large part of the money wasted? The possibilities in these
questions are infriguing. At this time, Mr. Speaker, I insert
in the Recorp a consolidated table which has been prepared
for me showing the total expenditures of all departments
and agencies of the Government for travel alone for the
fiscal year 1936 was $76,669,506. For 1937 they were $77,-
101,006, and the Budget estimates for this fiscal year, 1938,
are $52,445,003, making a total of $206,215,515.

TaeLE 1.—Condensed statement yearly traveling ezpenses for 19386,

1937, and 1938, compiled from the Budget for 1938, and listed by
departments

Estimated, | Estimated,
1638 197 1936
Legislative establishment, Members of Con-
gress, ete.___ $225,750 | $226, 150 $224, 083
Executive Office and independent establish-
4,240,980 | 24,391,496 | 28 158 332
ent offices 3,831,306 | 4,914,404 | 5, 418, 768
Veterans’ Administration 1,552, 500 | 1,535,431 1, 540, 067
public-works i, S R T~ By | 860, 856 507, 775
t of Agr ure 6, 767,834 | 7,701, 702 7,702, 141
Farm Credit Administration ________________| 1,532,921 | 2,070,841 1, 653, 619
Department of Commerce 808, 909 824, 060 1,142, 148
Department of the Interior . ____________| 1,711,308 | 32,021,270 1, 714, 011
Department of Justice 4,646,632 | 4,398,070 4, 100, 122
Department of Labaor. 1,279,130 | 2,186,223 1,718, 414
vy Department._ . 6, 606, 800 | 5, 639, 083 4, 821, 408
Deparhnent L TR b e oLl DT T 623,112 618, 663 399, 803
Treasury Department 5,217,642 | 7,063,800 | 5,751,178
‘War De i e S ST R 6,546,000 | 7,264,100 8, 742, 768
Post ce Department___.________________| 5,514,600 | 5 385920 4, 083, 661
Totals, all departments___________..____ 52, 445,003 | 77,101,006 | 76, 660, 506
Grand totnl s years, spent and to be spent,

This amount, Mr, Speaker, will not cover the total expendi-
tures for travel, because many departments have not segre-
gated their travel estimates for the 1938 Budget, and they
will in all probability have to be taken care of in the de-
ficiency appropriations in the next session of this Congress.

The table which I have just introduced for the record,
shows the travel expense of the legislative establishment
and all ther Members of the Congress amounts to $224,983
for 1936, $226,150 for 1937, and for the current fiscal year
the Budget estimate is for $225,750. Less than three-quar-
ters of a million dollars in all for 3 years.

CONTRASTS

By contrast the travel expense of the executive offices and
the independent agencies and establishments was $28,-
158,332 in 1936, $24,391,496 in 1937, and the request for 1938
is $4,249,980. Here alone is a total of more than $56,000,~
000, and rest assured there will be deficiency requests for at
least $20,000,000 more before we get through paying these
travel expenses next year.

Mr, THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ENUTSON. I yield fo the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. THURSTON. The gentleman’s picturesque language
referring to the galloping hounds of waste is interesting.
Did these persons confine their expeditions and explorations
to the continent upon which we reside or did they fravel
all over the world?

Mr, ENUTSON. Oh, they have been all over the world.
I have a book here called “Soil Conservation” which is really
a very interesting document. It is a sort of a travelogue.
We sent a man named Laudermilk over to China to study
the sand rivers of China. I do not know how many he took
with him. Then there is a subject called “Maintaining
English Soils in Good Heart.” I do not know what relation
good heart has to soil fertility. There is another chapter,
“Fifty Years’ Experience With Soil Conservation in Japan.”

Mr. THURSTON. Did they measure the waterfall of the
Indo regions?
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Mr. KNUTSON. There is an article here on the Punjab
Plains. There is also an article showing the rainfall in Java
and Sumatra. Over there they have a rainfall of some 270
inches a year.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KNUTSON. I yield to my friend from Minnesota.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. Can the gentleman give
us any reason why they should measure the rainfall in the
countries to which he has referred, and how that relates to
the United States?

Mr. KNUTSON. I do not know. You know, once upon a
time the earth slipped a cog or two on its axis. Alaska used
to be tropical. If prehistoric man had made a survey of
the Polar region at the time Alaska was a tropical country,
he might have issued bulletins on how to put up and pre-
serve ice. How beneficial that would have been to those
who came after the glacial period, I cannot say. It may
be they can look into the future and that they know that
the dust bowl will some day become a dense jungle. They
will want to know at that time how to handle the enormous
rainfall that they now believe will be drifting over the Dust
Bowl.

Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KNUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is rendering a service to the
country by putting in these expenditures for travel. Could
the gentleman likewise put in the Recorp the expenditures
covered in the propaganda that has been disseminated for
New Deal measures by the present administration?

Mr. ENUTSON. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Encer] did that. He showed that 7,000 carloads of franked
mail have been sent out by the New Dealers since they
inflicted themselves upon the American people.

Mr. FISH. The other day I asked the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Wooprum] if any of the money appropriated for
the dedication of the cemeteries abroad during the coming
August would be used for broadcasting in this country. The
gentleman replied there would not be any money used for
that purpose, but I see by the papers that the President will
speak on an international hook-up. Does the gentleman
know whether that will be paid for by the Government?

Mr. ENUTSON. They have a way of jimmying free talks
out of the broadcasting companies. I do not think we will
pay for it.

STARTLING EXPENDITURES

Among the most startling expenditures of these independ-
ent agencies, offices, and establishments, I refer briefly to two
items of travel expense in connection with Emergency Con-
servation Work. These items are expenditures for travel
expense of $14,557,911 in 1936 and $13,958,000 in 1937. This
is a large sum to spend traveling around in search of emer-
gency conservation work. Since there are no Budget esti-
mates in this bracket for 1938, we are, I presume, to suppose
that there is no longer this emergency which calls for travel,
that everyone has found work after spending more than
twenty-eight millions in travel expense. So, my friends, if
any of you have constituents who are out of work, you might
suggest that they travel for relief.

RESETTLEMENT EBEY TRAVEL

As a close runner-up in the spending of money for travel
expense, the Resettlement Administration is next in line for
mention. In the fiscal year 1936 the Resettlement Adminis-
tration spent $6,241,868, and in 1937 they spent $4,407,219
more of the taxpayers’ money for travel expenses. This
money, like most of the other expenditures of the more than
200 experiments being conducted by the Resettlement Ad-
ministration, is gone with the wind and can only be repaid
in part by the taxes of the unwary individuals who will vote
to continue this waste in the future.

OTHER HEAVY SPENDERS FOR TRAVEL

Among the other heavy spenders for travel expense, the
Federal Emergency Administration of Public Works used
up $1,908,747 for this purpose in 1936, $1,505,729 in 1937, and
are asking for an additional $600,000 of the taxpayers’
money in 1938 for more travel expense.
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The Home Owners’ Loan Corporation spent for travel ex-
pense in 1936 $1,762,358, in 1937 $1,750,000 even, and in 1938
they are asking the Congress to appropriate as much as
$1,900,000. Where will they stop?

STEANGE FACTS BOB UP

Mr. Speaker as we delve into these travel expenses, many
strange facts bob up. For example the Farm Credit Admin-
istration has spent so much in travel that it ought to be
called a fravel bureau. In 1936 their travel expense was
$1,653,619. In 1937 they spent $2,070,841 in travel expense.
Consider these facts well. Although their new mortgage
loans in 1936 were 58.1 percent lower than in 1935 and 85.5
percent lower than in 1934 their travel expense is getting
larger each year. More than one-half their total congres-
sional appropriation was spent last year for travel expense.
The $2,070,841 is quite a large sum when one considers that
last year they made only 65,281 mortgage loans to 44,942
individuals. This represents an expenditure for travel of
more than $46 for each loan made to an individual. When
we consider this huge expenditure on the part of the Farm
Credit Administration, and think of the many offices they
have in various parts of the country, no Member of this
House need look further to justify his vote in overriding
the Presidential veto last Tuesday. If we are making a
present to the farmers of America, by making low-interest
rates available to them, we have been making a hundred
times greater present to these travelers of the Farm Credit
Administration. If they would cut down this travel expense,
here would be an excellent place to commence the economies
the President has asked for.

FEDERAL SURFLUS COMMODITIES CORPORATION

Next among the agencies I wish to mention as voracious
travelers, is the Federal Surplus Commodities Corporation.
This is a nonprofit agency set up to buy and distribute surplus
commodities to those persons in need of relief. Behind this
central objective, there is also the maintenance of prices
by the removal of surpluses which possibly might lower the
return in the domestic markets, Now, we ought not to be
alarmed about our surplus commodities as long as we are
importing millions of dollars of foodstuffs from other coun-
tries. However, I am somewhat worried and also more than
puzzled about some of the strange facts I find by comparing
the Budget estimates for 1938 with the balance sheet of the
Corporation as published in the annual report for the cal-
endar year of 1936.

Mr. BIERMANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ENUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. BIERMANN. Has the gentleman ever considered
that before these loans are made the property has to be ap-
praised and that after the loans have been made and during
the entire term of the loan they have to be serviced and
that cannot be done except by frained men from these
banks?

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman must bear in mind that
the figures I gave do not include servicing. That is another
item altogether, with which I am not concerned today. I
am talking only about traveling expenses.

Mr. BIERMANN. The men that service these loans cer-
tainly have some traveling expenses.

Mr. ENUTSON. That goes into another column under
another item.

Mr., BIERMANN. I think the gentleman better investi-
gate that.

Mr. ENUTSON. I am merely concerned with what is
paid out for railroad transportation.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ENUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Michi-
gan,

Mr. WOODRUFF. The gentleman knows, of course, that
appraisals of property upon which the home-loan banks
propose to extend loans are made largely by local appraisers
appointed by that organization?

Mr. ENUTSON. Yes. The original appraisal is made
by the local association, which is being rapidly wiped out
under the New Deal. That is, the local association is being
wiped out.
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Mr. MICHENER. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr, ENUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Michi-
gan.

Mr. MICHENER. We are all very much interested in
what the gentleman is saying. However, may I call his
attention to the fact that the other day we passed a farm
tenancy bill which provides for about ten times as much
travel. The bill even included the purchase of airplanes
so that the agents of this new agency may get about more
rapidly.

Mr. ENUTSON. If they are going in for airplanes, I
hope they will all embark on a trip around the world at the
equator.

According fo the Budget, the Federal Surplus Commodities
Corporation spent $19,853 in travel expense in 1936. They
spent $40,305 in 1937, but there are no estimates scheduled
for 1938. So, turning to page 6 of the annual report, made
to whom I do not know, but signed by Mr. J. W. Tapp, presi-
dent, we find among the listed liabilities of this Corporation
the following:

Current accounts payable: Transportation vouchers__ $526, 928. 67

Accrued labilities: Transportation charges for which
vouchers have not been received 161, 653. 93

Here we have two items of transportation amounting to
$681,581.60.

How much of this unpaid liability is travel expense?

This Corporation is spending nearly half a million dollars
a year for personal services, and surely some of their many
employees could have itemized these transportation liabilities
for the record.

This is but a simple example of how the taxpayers’ money
is being spent, with no possible means for a check-up by
the Members of Congress, who are charged with the re-
sponsibility of safeguarding the public purse.

Mr. Speaker, at this fime I wish to introduce for the
REecorp a table showing the expenditures of the Department
of Agriculture, segregated by bureaus and agencies, for travel
expense for the 3-year period under consideration.

TaeLE 2—Showing expenditures for travel of the Department of
Agriculture distributed by offices and bureaus

Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual,
Distribution 1038 1937 1936
Secrotary's office and departmental.________ | §208,022 $341, 099 $375,T11
Weather Bureau LT e I 59, 690 48, 715 26, 138
Burean of Animsl I_ndus:ry___ =R e 1l 370,810 381,410 2,223, 564
Bureau of Dairy Industry.. 12, 700 bk 10, 094
Bureau of Plant Industry-. 188, 615 179, 755 198, 150
Forest Bervice_ ... 814,847 | 1,009, 088 951, 489
Burean of Chemistry and Boi.ls 93, 082 101, 748 85, 265
Bureau of Entomology, ete. - 236, 418 570, 356 664, 393
Bureau of Biological Survey s 245, 065 323, 207, 387
Burean of Publie Roads. |-~ 170,000 255, 000 320, 944
Burean of Agricultural Enxim‘lng___....__ 27, 630 35, 554 209, £02
Bureau of Agricultural Economics.... .. 566, 883 631, 214 388, 702
Bureau of Home Eeonomics. ... 1, 900 6, 00 2 531
Enforcement of Commodity Exchange Act____ 18, 200 4, 000 4,650
Food and Drug Administration_______________ 12,007 120, 877 115,314
Boil Conservation Bervice ... X BOO, 634 | 1,153, 869 911, 103
expenditures.._. 2,645,161 | 2 515 511 1,007,165
Total by years, Department of Agricul-

6,767,934 | 7,701, 702 7,702, 141

As we go over this table we find the expenditures of Mr.
Secretary Wallace's department tops the travel expenditures
of the War Department, the Navy Department, and the Post
Office Department. The travel expense in 1936 was $7,702,-
141, In 1937 it was §7,701,702.

Probably the President has told them they would have
to cut down a little on the Budget request for 1938.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KNUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman mentioned the item of
travel expense for these fellows. The question now is, do we
have to get them back? Is this a return ticket or just one
way?

Mr. ENUTSON. I hope they have just a one-way ticket.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman does not think that
would be fair, does he?

Mr. ENUTSON. It would be betier for the taxpayers.
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Mr. THOMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield.

Mr. ENUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr, THOMPSON of Illinois. I do not think the gentle-
man means that, or means that those who are doing the
traveling for this agency should fly airplanes by the Equator
route, because the gentleman knows that most of the em-
ployees of this particular agency belong to the gentleman'’s
own party.

Mr. ENUTSON. Oh, I am not approaching this from a
political angle, and I hope the gentleman will not try to
inject any politics into it.

The Budget request for 1938 is $6,767,934. There must be
a lot of traveling going on in the Department of Agriculture,
or else some great group is touring the world at the tax-
payers’ expense. From the contents of the latest gem of
literature they have put out on soil conservation, I see they
have been scouring the hinterlands of China, the Punjab
plains of India, the veldt of South Africa, the islands of
Java and Sumatra, and several other remote places to find
out how they do things there. They have made studies
where the rainfall is as much as 270 inches a year, and
undoubtedly they will use these studies to determine just
what ought to be done to rectify conditions in the Dust
Bowl area of our own Great Plains. While these gems of
literature are being prepared, the Soil Conservation Service
had run up a travel expense for 1936 of $911,105. By 1937
they were able to increase the travel expense to $1,153,869.
For 1938 they ask another $890,934 of the taxpayers’ money
for more travel expense.

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY

Another interesting item in this never-ending travel ex-
pense in the Department of Agriculture was incurred by the
Bureau of Animal Industry, for the purpose of eliminating
diseased livestock. In 1936 the travel expense for this par-
ticular purpose amounted to $1,894,766. Now, someone must
have raised Cain about this waste, for in 1937 we find the
same travel expense included in the miscellaneous items of
expense and amounting to only $1,380,610. However, along
with this expenditure we find a further expenditure for the
same purpose made in 1936 amounting to $207,934. So in
1936 the actual travel expense in the elimination of diseased:
cattle was not $1,894,766 but actually $2,192,700. What the
expense will be in 1938 no one can estimate, but it is safe to
predict that the $1,565,410 requested will not suffice unless
we get wholeheartedly behind the President’s suggestion of
a week or so ago that there be immediate economies in these
travel and printing expenses.

The slogan of the Department of Agriculture must be
“See America and See the World.”

We ought to serve notice on Mr. Wallace that his traveling
crew and their expenses will be subjected to the severest
scrutiny the next time he comes before the Appropriations

Committee asking for funds. Now is the time to put an end

to these world ramblings and vacation journeys. These

galloping hounds of spending must be brought to bay or we

will be bankrupt.
EXPENSES OF COMMERCE AND STATE DEPARTMENTS MODERATE

Mr, Speaker, when we consider the entire travel expense
of the Department of State is far less than some of the
New Deal agencies, and when we compare these travel ex-
penses with those of the Department of Commerce, for
example, we wonder just how all this money could have been
spent, and there would still have been anybody around to
do the actual administrative work connected with these
agencies.

Personally, I believe the Departments of Commerce and
State are to be highly commended for the great restraint and
the economies they have practiced in the face of the horrible
example which has been set before them.

Now, we are getting down to “Honest Harold’s” depart-
ment, the Department of the Interior. The Department of
the Interior has also run up some new travel-expense records
in the last 3 years.




1937

TasLE 3.—Showing travel expenses for Depariment of the Interior
distributed by offices, commissions, and bureaus

Distribution Es:ill;&%ted. Essil:;'l.%tad, a?&gl.

Office of Becretary $211,780 |  $219,019 $218, 905
2,400 2,400 1,918
20, 000 48, 858
3,900 4,510
207,000 109, 523

Burean of Indian Affairs oo . 714,990 24, 560 548,
Bureau of Reclamation 44,275 120, 280 64, 481
Ceological Burvey. 340,323 433, 809 371,978
Bureau of Mines 121, 060 116, 310 109, 771
National Park Service &0, 096 56, 851 58,491
Office of Eduecation. . oo oo 360 08, 247 89, 505
Government in the Territories . ocoooceeee.. 31,372 106, 244 7,856
8t. Elizabeths Hospital. ..o eeeoecaccannee 1,000 1, 500 276
Columbia Institute for Deal. . - oo oo 100 100 B4
Howard University. 15, 500 11, 000 9, 584
Freedmens Hospital 50 50 15

Totals by years, Department of ths

Interior. 1,711,308 | 2,021,270 1,714,011

In 1936 the travel expense was $1,718,414. In 1937 it ran
up to $2,186,270. Next year they are asking for $1,711,308.
These odd figures must be arrived at in some mystic manner.
Perhaps an analysis of the expenditures for travel by the
Bureau of Indian Affairs will throw some light on this grave
travel matter.

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

In 1936 the travel expense of the Bureau of Indian Affairs
of the Department of the Interior was $548,257. In 1937
the expense had grown to $624,560. Next year the Budget
estimates are for $714,000. Part of this travel expense was
incurred in organizing Indian corporations. The theme song
of the Interior Department, as well as the rest of the New
Deal, is “Organize.” Well, they tried to organize the Indians
into corporations. So far they have organized the Makah
Indian Tribe of the Makah Indian Reservation in the State
of Washington, the Apache Tribe of the Mescalero Reserva-
tion in New Mexico, the North Cheyenne Tribe of the Tongue
River Reservation in Montana, the Manchester Band of
Pomo Indians in California, thz Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe
of the Pyramid Lake Reservation in Nevada, and the Fort
MecDermitt Paiute and Shoshone Tribes of the Fort Mc-
Dermitt Indian Reservation in the same State.

Besides this work they have written constitutions and by-
laws for the following tribes:

The Kickapoo Tribe of Kansas.

The Walker River Paiute Tribe of Nevada.

The Yavapai-Apache Indian Community of Arizona.

The Ute Indian Tribe of Utah.

The Quechan Tribe of Fort Yuma Reservation, Calif.

They may have some other organization work under way.

Now, this whole work of organizing and writing constitu-
tions and bylaws for the Indians took a great amount of
traveling. In fact, it required $57,465 for travel expense in
1936, $59,420 in 1937, and the Budget estimate for 1938 is
$59,520.

Now and then we see a few Indians around Washington,
come to see the Great White Father and get the justice
which is due them. But this item of travel expense seems
absurd when we consider that there are fewer than 350,000
Indians in the United States and Alaska, including the
150,000 members of the Five Civilized Tribes, who no longer
need be herded around like sheep. This obvious waste for
travel expense may be justified by some of the Members of
Congress, but before justification is attempted let me refer
the Members to page 394 of the Budget for 1938, and there
they will find listed among the items of expense for 1937
the sum of $460,000 for the maintenance of automobiles for
the Bureau of Indian Affairs and an additional item of
$190,000 for the purchase of new automobhiles.

The President wonders where he can turn to cut down
some of the expenses of this Government. Why do not
some of you folks go down and tell him?

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. ENUTSON.
York?

I yield to the gentleman from New
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Mr. SNELL. Before the gentleman leaves the subject of
the Department of the Interior, can the gentleman tell me
whether or not it is a fact that “Honest Harold” has living
quarters in the large new Interior Building, with a sump-
tuous state dining room and everything that goes with it?

Mr. ENUTSON. I understand he has living quarters
down there that are so magnificent that photographers are
not permitted fo come in and take pictures; I presume
because it would not have a very good effect on the voters
in 1938.

Mr. SNELL. Who has authorized that expenditure?

Mr. KNUTSON. I presume he took it out of P. W. A. I
do not recall that in any appropriation bill we authorized
the installation of electric stoves, steam kitchens, elaborate
chinaware and silverware, linen, and I do not know what
all. I understand it is furnished like a Turkish harem.

Mr, SNELL, If that is so, it is certainly more elaborate
than anything which has ever been done in any department
building in Washington up to this time, and I think the
people of this country ought to know it.

Mr. KNUTSON. I think if Members of Congress were not
so indifferent to their sworn duties they would look into
this: but they have not seen fit to do so. The Committee
on Appropriations should look into this.

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. KNUTSON. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. McFARLANE. I wonder if the gentleman has looked
into any of the many loopholes the Committee on Ways and
Means has put into our tax laws, through which about as
much revenue is escaping as we are collecting through
tazation?

Mr. ENUTSON. I may say to the gentleman that the
present tax law was passed by the gentleman’s own party.
He shoud refer his inquiry to the chairman and the Demo-
cratic members of the Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. McFARLANE. I am not referring to the last tax bill
in particular, but am referring to the revenue bills since the
Wilson administration, Most of the revenue bills that have
been passed since the Wilson administration, as the gentle-
man knows, through the three administrations of Harding,
Coolidge, and Hoover—

Mr. ENUTSON. I am not going to permit any politics to
come into this discussion.

Mr. McFARLANE. The gentleman is not talking any-
thing but politics.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ENUTSON. 1 yield fo the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. WOODRUFF. May I call the attention of the gentle-
man from Texas to the fact that the members of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means have no greater facilities for
discovering loopholes in tax laws than has the gentleman
from Texas. The members of the Committee on Ways and
Means do not see the income-tax returns, which are sub-
mitted to the Treasury Department. The only people who
see these returns are the administrative officials in the Bu-
reau of Internal Revenue. If the members of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means do not have the information for
which the gentleman asks, it is because the officials in the
Bureau of Internal Revenue, in the gentleman’s own party,
have failed so to inform the Committee on Ways and Means-

Mr. McFARLANE. I would be pleased to answer the
gentleman if I had the time.

Mr. KNUTSON. In closing, Mr. Speaker, may I add that
in going over all the thousands of items of travel expense
for the last 3 years I also find that we have been very gen-
erous in our travel expense for attendance at fairs and expo-
sitions. Almost every department and bureau has sent rep-
resentatives to the Texas centennial, the Great Lakes cele-
bration, the California Pacific International Exposition, and
other places. These are only small junkets, but they act as
a stimuli to other and wider fravel adventures.

Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of this Congress I now insert
in the record a complete detailed list of travel expense of all
the agencies and departments of the Federal Government
for 1936, 1937, and 1938. I trust they will be preserved and
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used as a guide to guard against this momentous waste
which is going on on every side. I trust that next year we
will all get together and cut down the spending, balance the
Budget, and dig out as rapidly as we can from beneath the
mountain of debt which threatens to overwhelm us.
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TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AGENcIES—Continued

TaeLE 4 —Detailed yearly traveling expenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938

independent offices, and agencies of
the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the United
States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.

TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual
TasLE 4 —Detailed yearly traveling exrpenses jor 1936, 1937, and 1938 g i 1838 1937 1936
of the various departments, independent offices, and o of
the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the United T AR DR e
States Government jor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938 “Em‘?"ﬂm"mnn ihnsd
cal Observatory —.—eceoeeocanaeaae $1,086 $1,080
Distribution oy ! A Naticea] Masenrn (preservation ofoolections)|  L&o| 1o 170
e B
exns nn R e vere 063 063
Great Lakes Exposition B 3 T INEEEIR ?f
LEGISLATIVE ESTABLISHMENT Bocial Security e LR 1D 516, 600 44, 502
Bame (wage records) = 539,808 |ome e
Mileage, President of Senate and Senators___ $51, 000 $51, 000 000 | Tariff Comumnission. 25, 000 50, 000 37, 546
Representatives. _. 171, 000 171, 000 171,000 | TU. 8. Constitution Sesquicentennial Com- i
Architect of Capitol_. 100 100 T e I 7, 000 7,000 |
Botanic Gard 625 118 | U, 8. Harvard University Tercentennial
Library of CODETesS. - - eoceoeoemoeeeeminann 1,100 1,100 1,100 | Commission. ... ..... 500 -
Contingent eXpenses. o coeeeeewmeeanans 500 500 190 | U. 8. Maritime Commission__——._.oovaceeeaa| 100,000 TR e
Care an ANce. 25 25 23 | TU. 8. Texas Centennial Co on 12, 500 i
Government Printing Office. oo cccaaaeae s 1,200 1,600 L3361 | Worl Ag tion 2, 271, 070 4,728, 010
Buperintendent of Documents:
Texas Centennial Exposition 137 Total, Executive Office and independent
Office of Buperintendent ... oooeeeeeemeane 200 200 54 establishments. . . ceeeeremecacneanana| 4,240,080 | 24,301,406 | 28, 158,332
Total, legislative establishment . 235, 750 226, 160 224, 983 Indufmdqnt offices:
‘ederal Home Loan Bank Board. ........ 210, 000 210, 000 £2, 640
EXECUTIVE OFFICE AND INDEPERDENT Bavings and loan promotion.._._... ER Yy £ /A sy e 71, 903
S — LT 110
ousing
Travel and official entertainment expenses of Great Lakes Exposition 1.135.%
President 25, 000 25, 000 25,000 Texas onial Exposition 400 254
Advisory Committee allotmen 154 Federal Surplus ty 40, 305 19,853
American Battle Monuments Commission. .. 8,500 8,500 8,608 Export-Import Bank of Washington______| """ 1, 550 1,065
Paymenis to U Btates Foreign Reconstruction Finance Corporation._ __ 320, 400 388, 000 412,501
mm and employees due to ap tion Electric Fsrm and Home Authoﬂty.__-_. e LK AT 14, 000 14,125
(loaa on tra i 1, 208 1,571 2192 Commodity Credit Corpora&lon .................... 10, 000 16,078
Bosrdot ........................ 9,000 10, 000 8,017 Federal Emergency Administration of
pwﬂ International Exposition_ .|, ...____. 4,177 4,540 Public Works_ 600,000 | 1,505,729 1,908, 747
Oankalﬂmﬁsm --------------------- 2,300 1,080 Federal Savings and Loan Insurance Cor-
ranslen from Public Works Adminis- 30 poration 10, 000 16, 000 2 791
Civil Bervice Commission. . o eeeeoeeeaaee e 73, 160 71,860 48,013 Total, independent offices, 831,305 | 4,914
Coordinator for Indnstdalw mw&% 14.55%’%13 Vi 3, ,404 | 5,418,766
Emergency Conservati ) VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION
Texas Centen%hl Expcgitio% {trka’nsfmed to = S T
Emergency Conservation Wor wvol expenses. . 500 000
Empluyeea Compensation C om . . 20, 000 20, 000 21,213 | Emergency relief (V eterans’ Administration).. _,_}:f?'____, g u?', 200 1.88.;: % |
ees’ compensation fund: Administrative expenses, Adjusted Compen-
ivil Works 1, 500 8, 500 T8 sation Act 15,016 2,418
Emergency Conservation Work. .. ... 1, 500 1,500 212 | Texas Centennial Exposition 1,225 Tid
mmission Enpvres e 15, 000 15, 000 242
Commi Total, Veterans’ Administration.........| 1, & 43 >
Federal Alcohol Control Administration._____ 22 652, 500 535,431 | 1, 540,087
Federal Communications Commission....... 40, 000 84, 008 53,011 GENERAL PUBLIC-WORKS PROGRAM
Special investigations 8,000 56, 369
Federal Coordinator of Transporf-ﬂﬁon- Fated 20,186 | Tennessee Valley Authority fund.._.......... 188,378 143, 068 152, 887
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. .. 430, 406 437, 766 475,606 | Tennessee Valley Authority Texas Centennial
Federal Emergency Relief Administration 4,603 227, 581 Exposition_..._.. 102 049
Federal Power Commission. .. 80, 000 100, 000 25,608 | Tennesses Valley Authority Great Lakes 618 40
National Recovery Administration 4,% Exposition
Electric-rate survey._. Federal aid highway system ent of
ol e an TR | THEBT| 1m0t | T agroultare Burean of Rosds o] 0,000
QGeneral Accounting Office (contingent ex- Department of Interior:
115, 000 115, 000 B3, 519 Reclamation fund 40, 000
George Washington Bicentennial Commission. 2,000 2,58 Central Valley project 40, 000
Great Lakes Ex R 10,000 | oo Boulder Canyon project. ..eo-eeeeeecaena- 2,650
Interstate Commeree Commission ... 93, 000 €3, 000 01, 503 All-American Canal ____.__ FATBEEER 3, 000
R ts 159, 164 159, 164 158,339 | Bureau of lndian Aflairs:
of employees. 135, 485 135, 080 129, 170 Constraetion, ete. ... ... reeemvesaananaas 6,435
fety system 7, 6, 765 6,717 Roads, Indian reservations. ._..__..__..__ 12, 000
Locomotive inspection e 108,713 109, 772 114, 103 Rehabilitation of buildings. - ... 15, 000
Valuation carriers property-----------es — 30, 000 60, 000 98,192 | Department of State:
Air mai 22, 450 19,838 |ocoomeenans Rio Grande rectification. ...--oocoeecaeaee 2, 800
Motor-transport regulation_ ... eooo 225, 000 100, 000 38, 085 Lower Rio Grande flood control.. 2, 400
National Advisory Committee for Aeronau- Rio Grande canalization_________________ 640
ties. 17, 000 17, 000 16, 085 ‘War Department:
Nationnl Archives 5,000 2,000 1,638 Improvement, existing river and harbor
National Capital Park and Planning Com- works_ _____.__ 300, 000 300, 000 100, 000
National uncil s SR 4 08,070 B B o B o sein iy
-m control, 1 an u 380, 601 241, 387
National Labor Relations Board. ._-.o------ 75,000 | 84,000 68, 141 o oiaisad
Nnti::gf Mgglslagon:rgmd ................... ag,'% 231 % m‘% Total, general public-works program...._( 1,320,571 | 860,850 597,775
tra s -
Emergency Boards, Railwsy Labor Act.- 7. 500 7,500 625 RS ARTHRRY O ATHONEURN
National gmimd Adjustment Board.. .. 7,000 8, 500 3,163 | Miscellaneous expenses, travel ________.______ 24, 000 2, 000 10, 499
]ggkmn} Recovery %am%uon_ i lgt,;. g-t“l' Agrlmlmal Ad]umh%gnt Administration: o
+] 'Ioua[ Rmm i .
hwest Territorles Celebration Commis- Conservauon and uss, land resources_ __._ 25, 000 25000 e aiii s
e v L Payments Division, office of Secretary . 6, 600 E7]
Prison Industries Reorganization Adminis- Office of Bolicitor, conservation and use
tration 12, 000 8, 839 of lands 7,500 3.1 L SRt
Protection Oil Interests, Naval Reserves..___ 3,000 3, 000 1,758 Payments for Agricnltural Adjustment Ad-
Railroad Administration. . ..veeceeeeeee 60 113 minlstrw Department. 3 e S SR
Railroad Retirement Board.. 35,291 2,630 LR.A, mld.lﬂ'e reluges. ... 10, 800 6§, 541
Resettlement Administration ladmimstm- Aﬁﬂmral Adjustment Admjmstrstlon. of-
tive) 4 4,407,219 | 6,241,668 of Bolicitor 10, 000 10, 000 14,520
Projects. _ 190, 106, 996 Emu'gancy Relief, Agricultural Adjustment
Texas Centennial Ex tion 180 istration 14, 830 27,763
Great Lakes Exposition.______ 320 omce of information 625 625 1,040
Electrification Administration_ ... 170, 000 0000 | Library, Deparl.mmt of Agriculture_ ... 100 100 18
Emergency relief. 38, 364 88,173 | Office of Experiment Stations:
Great mil‘lfes Exposition - 55 25, &ﬂ’g 135, ?lg ixdm.inistmlinn ts to Btates eneeaae 7,000 7,000 6,316
Becurities Exuhange ommission. ...oeeee periment §
Bmithsonian Institution. ... .o cememcmeana] 40 40 8 Hawaii_ 100 300 532
American Ethnology, field work_—.. 100 100 (e Puerto = 1, 850 1, 500 110
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TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AcENcIEs—Continued TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AgEncies—Continued
TasLE 4 —Detailed yearly traveling expenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938 | TasrLE 4.—Detailed yearly traveling-erpenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938
of the various depariments, independent offices, and agencies of of the various departments, independent offices, and agencies of
the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the Unifed the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the United
States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con. States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.
Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual, Estimated, | Estimated, | A
Distribution 1038 1937 1036 Distribution 1938 1937 11%1:1,
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—continued DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—continued
Office of Experiment Stations—Continued. Forest Service:
Agricultural Adjustment Administration, Administrative $22, 801 $21,120 $12,014
liver fluke eradication, Hawaii- .| ... $1, 000 $862 National Forest Administration. ... 519,775 402,675 365, 033
For rat abatement, Hawail. ..o §330 3,300 1,355 Aerial fire control 10
lnvesﬁgn.lion division of above 2 adven- Sanitation and fire prevention a7
.................... 500 255 Planting on national forests. 697
Payments for Agricultural Adjustment Reconnaisance national forests 920
Administration adjustments. _.._._..... 4, 560 1,475 Improvements national forests 160
Development livestock feed, Hawail | 10 100 5 Fighting forest fires. 1,400 1, 400 18, 761
Development tropical fruits, Hawail. €, 000 81 Forest research __ 33, 250 20, 857 26, 449
Promotion poultry industry, Hawaii_ 500 77 Range investigations____________________ 15, 896 14, 355 12, 080
Breeding tropical plmu. Puerto Rico_.... 50 500 2, 621 orest Products Laboratory_____________ 18, 000 17, 763 14,252
Special research fund: Personal service, ad- Forest survey. . 14, 000 9,083 21,613
ministrative_. 71, 240 40, 736 13,450 For financing expenditures 620
Extension Service, administrative. . _........| 3,000 3, 500 4,480 Forest 6, 500 4,558 5 234
Farmers' cooperative demonstrations. ... 68, 916 54,000 60, 035 Forest influences:
Technical assistants, Washington office__. 2,000 2,000 2,000 Shelterbelt.._ ... A0 ot
Teehnlwl advice, etc., to State extension Investigations_________________._______ 9,000 Y | R
s B BTl Y Lo ol 78, 316 Boil-erosion investigations______ il f 7,462
pocml nsslstants to State extension forces, Financing expenditures of s8me. .- oo oo oo oo el
. o R e 33,001 Forest fire cooperation.._.__._._____.____. 18, 000 17,750 10, 534
smistants, cattlepurchase ___.___ | | . 3, 000 Aequisition lands national forests..____... 55, 095
(Rﬁﬂ um eommodny programs.. ... |.o_ .l - 7,000 22,041 Cooperative acquisition, Btate forests.....
ts, administering cotton gocper]mvo wo?r:o Forest Bervice.........
ce-ad nstment 1 e e 15, 000 ontrol tree-destroying inseets. __________
Pa?ﬂymant {Jf obligations incurred by State E ncy Conservation Work.__
extension forces 26, 055 Miscellaneous administrative expenses....
Bpecial assistants, conservation and land- Miscellaneous improvement national for-
use m. 72,200 87, 600 000 ests..
Motion pictures = 1,100 1,250 474 Administrative expenditures, Emergency
Agricultural exhibits at fairs___ 2 1, 500 1,650 3,101 Relief Act 1038______
California Pacific International Exposi- Development camping grounds...._._._._
R R S e 2, 000 870 Conservation forest resources...__.._._....
Texas Centennial Exposition_ 6, 000 1, 166 Burveys, examinations and investigations.
Great Lakes Exposition. - .. ocoee oo ool emamaeaae 2088 | e Rmﬁ‘ conservation program______________
Division of Exhibits, 8ixth World Poul- ing fund, War, ﬂood oonl:rol Missis-
try Congress......... el sippi River and tributari
Cooperative farL) forestry oeeeeccaceacaas 1,498 1, 698 1,432 St il
Secre 's office, ete. ccaeeea.] 341, 909
Exlitosel ) o = T Bu.rea‘ail of Cbemlstrs& and (-lom::t,M
‘Weather Bureau: Administrative, departmental. .. % 2,400 2,400 251
Admi F{?:tiva 1, 000 500 762 Agriculture, chemical investigations______ 15, 500 15, 500 13', 618
General Weather Service. ... a2 36, 090 7,715 13, 247 Bmelter fumes investigations (State of
¥ norpsnicy reliéf ong tange lorecasta B e B O noy| aom|  ame
I orecasts. ustrial utilization farm netd....... . L
cac £ g i) w gy s WS o e T Agricultural, fire explosive dusts_......... 2, 500 2,000 1,878
Subtotal 50, 690 48,715 26,138 Naval stores investigation....._..._____.. 2, 500 2, 500 2. 715
% Boil survey.li_ 59, 782 5, % 4,2: 075
Bureau of Animal Industry: Puerto Rico.
Administrative. 1,125 1,125 1,379 Hawaii. - 7,300 1,688
Animal husbandry . - - ccceecmemsccmaanns 21, 202 Working fund, M u}slsmg)pi River and’
Diseases of animals. .. oo oo cececemeanennns 13,750 13, 750 12, 688 tributary soil classification...._....... 8,000 ... —
Eradicating tuberculosis. ... 1g' ;Oag \ 103, 263 Boil chemistry, and physical investiga- S8 ~0 o
Eradicating cattle ticks.... 52, 750 198 |  tons.____..
Emdimﬁns dourine 11, 840 11, 840 ?& 274 Femlizer investigations. . - .___......_ 1,200 1, 200 1,232
Inspection and 37, 600 39, 100 40, 561
Meat lnspect:'t;‘gid.A.@.‘:—t ................... 1& ;.'58 i& % 40, 145 Bubtotal 93, 082 101, 748 85, 265
Virus-Serum: [ T S A
Marketing agreements respecting hog 418 Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quarantine:
cholera virus and serum 8, 480 B0 L A General administrative. oo 2,040 2, 540 2,039
Packers nnd Smckyants Act__ 67, 115 67, 115 40, 211 EmergenCF relief__.. X 6, 000 5, 571
Eliminatio we=e| 1,804, 766 22,625 19, 682 15,382
T A R it e T e B R
cation liver flukes_|.. . .. |aoooe. e i
G = N o s sl | |
Bubtotal . 370, 810 381, 41 radication and contro e L 5 11, 503
- Al 3 Phony peach, ste., cation _______.__ 12,125 7,623 4,292
Bureau of Dalry Indnstry‘ Eradication injurions insects_.._. 23, 350 97, 050
Administra 800 £00 508 B tfeact momtri';s]wntwl_ 12, 585 4, %
ves pigL iR 11, 800 000 ate-scale control. s
i tls'ntio * % ol Foregt Tossets o uil ool i alln 19,910 7, 860 9,019
Eubtotal 12,700 9, 800 10, 094 Gypsy and brown-tail moth control. .. ... 12, 495 12, 495 12,642
Gypsy moth control... 6, 000 8, 5890
Bureau of Plant Indostry: Brown-tail moth control 1, 500 1,000
Administrative. 1,200 1,200 1,002 Blister-rust control. - o oocooooecacaais 15, 800 8,400 8,003
4 4 4 ‘W hite-pine blister-rust 3,085
5, 980 4,080 5,200 Eradication, control, etc., in.]u:loua in-
26, 000 25, 500 31, 000 sects (blister rust control)......__......|ocoeoooi . 106, 000 105, 000
20, 000 20, 000 20, 062 Dutch-elm disease eradication. ... ..._._| 3, 500 3,500 3,487
2,250 2,250 1,035 Eradication, control, etc., injurious in-
3, 360 4,260 5, 151 sects (Dutch elm control S 15, 700 22, 300
7,045 7. 045 14, 411 Truck crop, garden inseets..._.. ... 19, 525 17,825 16, 087
pa 34,754 30, 819 31,607 Cereal and forage insects 29, 550 29, 550 20, 380
Fruit and vegetable diseases. . = 27, 500 25, 500 31, 800 European corn borer con 2,150 2,150 2,188
Genetics and biophysies. ... - 1, 260 1,260 g o O S AL (U R L P (A (AP S Mot g AE e 15, 509
M}oo]ous‘ and d&w BRIVBY ol 2,200 2 200 1, 690 Barberry eradication. ... 15, 300 15, 300 15, 236
ology-- 1,875 1,350 1,284 Black stem rust control__. 8, 485
P]ant explmtion and introduction. ... 20, 000 20, 000 14,187 Barberry eradication (control pests, etc.) 80, 620 66, 000
Plant nutrition 15 15 15 Cotton insects 5,334 5, 334 5,400
Rubber and other tropical plants_ ... 1,088 1,088 Pink boll-worm control____ 14, 146 12, 500 12,388
Seed investigations_________..____ 4,800 3,000 1,700 Wild cotton eradication 444 1,500
Boil fertility investigations. ____. 9, 200 9, 200 9,211 Thurberia weevil control.. 9 9 9
Boil microbiology investigations._ _ 500 500 216 Bee culture. 4,775 4,775 3,619
B plant investigations 13,418 13,418 16,418 1 affecting man and animals____.... 4, 500 3, 500 3,215
Tobacco investigations___________________| 3,060 3, 086 6 [N1S6Ct POSL SUTVOY - - - - oeoecemmmmemne 440 40 116
Western frrigation agriculture__.______.. 2,200 2,200 2,329 Foreign AR R e S S 715 500 500
gmelm fume infury investigation..... .. 900 900 1,000 Control L mg%t;g; e 22 %ﬁ %: g kﬁ
054 AT = Forei t[mlanl. tines_ | xg',% 1&% u.*'ﬁ
Eul s o quarsn
beotel et L 2510 Certi eaﬁon of exports. . ... 3,434 3,434 1,684
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TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES—Contlnued
TaBLE 4 —Detailed yearly traveling expenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938
of the various departments, independent offices, and agencies of
the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the United
States Government jor the jfiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con,

Estimated, | Actual, Estimated, (Estimated, | Aot
Distribution 1937 1036 Distribution 1938 1057 mgg!.
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—continued DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—continued
Buresu of Entomology and Plant Quaran- Food and Drug Administration—Con.
tine—Continued. Milk Importation Act enrmmmm:_.....- $425 8425 $175
Chinch bug control $1, 146 Enforcement of Caustic Poison Act 1,200 1, 200 1,330
wwm uﬁ%ljl m;ﬁa'ﬁ-' $54, 900 99, g Filled Milk Act enforcement. .- -oaemva-- 700 Ty Py
Gmnémpper“c:ln{hﬁul 0.% s 800 Subtotal. 127,077 | 126,877 115, 314
SXUSAY ORI S 5834 | gl Conservath
; on Service:
Insect pest survey (Puerto Rico) 2,000 4,501 godi;;nmdj“miw u 30, 000 s P
and moisture conservation- - -eeeeee- 127,6
Subtotal 576,356 664, 393 Sertin, Bvastientionts 135, 107 18 g.' 218
Bareau of Biological Survey: Demonstrations and information_____.___ 725,827 | 736,786 | 116,134
AminiStrative. oo momemcemccammamaan 4,175 2,806 Plant reserve stations 41,000
Food habits, birds and animals__________. 6,010 6 138 Frosion survey, Puerto Rico. 19, 1,006
Production fur-bearing animals.__________ 2, 668 2,390 e 11,652
Biological investigations___.___._...—-. 10, 094 10, 032 et i i work from Public Works Ad-
Control predatory animals, rodents. 75, 100 75,123 18, 671 77,007
Protection migratory Ly T 63, 54, 553 Erosion control nurseries. 1,873 1, 368
Enforcement Alaska game Jaw..... 17, 648 10, 384 More administrative expense. 54,332 200, 505
Maint reservations 8,000 7007 National program from Federal Emer- I
Upper Mississippi Refuge. ... 1,143 627 ey £ Raligfmldmmigsuum 51,805 451,332
ﬁ:pntary tﬁlﬁ%conma;éuu nlgm% 8% % 6 g%g 57 co : relief T M b
gratory conservation fund._ . 2 total 434 850
Nﬂgonnl Industrial Recovery Act wild- o e i 8%, i, o, 103
uges._ Miscellaneo
. Elimination of diseased cattle______._____.| 1,505,410 | 1, 610
mméfﬁm o - S Agriculture Adjustment Administration: e s
Developing water-fowl mm North ’ Export and domestie consumption of
Dakota 500 4,087 cftogm'%o:gf pr— 110, 575 i 16,242
N LTG0 i
mt}”n‘fn control Mississippi  River and 2,800 Conservation and useof 1and resotroes 768,284 | 768,284 mg. %‘,
taries. Payment for adjustments..______..___ Sl o, 62, 500 122, 659
Subtotal 323, 908 207, 387 Payt;atgts under the tobacco, cotton, -
J po =
Purchase and sale of seed e 900 %%
166,028 Bal.anes and eXpenses. .- cceaeeemnneenn 187, 792 72,317 258, 600
- T com. 13, 100 R e e
2 | ne | Abmesie T
E tion grade Crossings. ... 160, 000 147, 584 Ad‘,mm to Department under Tobaceo ;
DO e e emmmemea] | JTLO00: ] BSAO00 1 BB T A Amtatetech 1,27
Bubtotal 255, 000 320, 944 iﬁf?’mu‘“‘ of Ootion _?nu““ 28,"?95

Bureau of Agricultural Engineering: nistration expenss fn. cannection
Administrative 2, 800 2,814 with histaries of codes 6,995
‘Waterways treaty investigations ... 80 99 Bubtotal 2,645, 161 | 2, 515, 511 1,097, 165
Land sppcimt ks s Bom AN Total, Department of Agriculture__..._ 6,767,983 | 7,70L702 | 7,703, 141

DO WOEKE = o i S ranl s renarsranh o L R S
& Iémd"nhﬁfmw' stigations L o 3505 PARM CEEDIT ADMINISTRATION
(Appropriations 1937, $4,085,480; this looks
Bubtotal 27,630 35, 554 29, 502 like & travel
. Farm Credit Administration:

i Leso| 1 ot | Administrtive Leson | Lomsa | 1,680
Farm management and practice. .-~ 475 475 585 '
%:?_}?‘um’ Smaltar Iumes CONtroversy... 5, ’;"% 20, 343 ’I‘l’!rn:! Centennial Exposition e

tions, flood i area R RS 0 1, 653, 619
Marketing and disuihnﬁon. farm prod-
cm 5 o §11': g ;5, galg 24, 164 DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
rop and lives: estimates. .cceeoeeaean 81,529 :
Furglgn competition studies. .. .- -cemeee- 26, 550 sn,l' 550 80, 381 (Appropriations, 1937, $35,524,670)
Market inspection, products. .. 36, 402 27,001 81,834 's office:
Hay [ 250 250 337 Contingent and miscellaneous fund.._____ 2,813 2,088 5 270
Tobacco I.n.spncuon A ] 20, 000 20,000 foooeeeeeean Aeddant prevention conference. 5,000 |
Market-news service. oo oo 10, 672 18, 755 ,001 | Bureau of Commerce:
Perishable agricultural commodities_ ... 14, 750 14, 750 10, 524 Maintenance of facilities. e ceeeeacaaaax 176, 300 163, 700 196, 310
Btandard Container Aet. . cccecmamaene 2, 550 2, 550 2 568 Alreraft in eommwu_......ﬁ- e 120, 000 108, 564 71,775
Peannt stocks and standards. . - eceeee. | 300 N. L R. A., Burean of Air C 1, 000 25, 036
Tobaceo stocks and standards. . . ccaeaees 1, 000 1,000 1,403 Pub!ic Worh Administration, Bumsu
Gmde and mge statutes (cotton) ... 16, 640 16, 640 15, 146 ir Commerce. . 1,000 40,175
U. 8. Cotton F 7 S A 87,786 35,856 30, 858 Worhng fund, Air Gon:s. 5, 566
U. 8. Grain Standards Act—. .| 12, 640 10, 240 8, 720 ‘ederal Emergency Relief Act, Bureau
U. 8. Wareh Act._ 71,285 71,080 65, 308 of Air Commerce. £9, 155 50, 563
Establishing wool standards. ...eceeeeee 1, 500 1, 6500 1,005 | Bureau of Furolgn and Domestic Commerce:
Btnﬁatlul work for Agricultural Adjust- Promoting commerce in—
ent Ad.mluist.radm--..--_,.-....-.--. 7,966 0, 368 81,034 pe, 18, 370 18, 370 20, 172
Btatlsﬁml work, adhmt t program____. 212, T80 212, 780 12,794 Latin America. 8,720 B, 720 9,440
Btatistical work for Agricultural Adjust- Far East. 7, 530 7, 530 8, 852
mentAdm.iniﬂfHﬂm 22, 595 Alfrica. 1, 685 1,085 3,391
d distribution_________. 1, 615 District and eooperative office service 13, 225 13,225 10, 750
Agﬂuﬂtunl Ad,'lmtmmt&dm!nisus- Enforcement China Trade Act. .ceueeeaee 50 50 24
tion programs__._ 24, 444 Export industries. 6, 500 6, 500 11, 381
Burvey farm mortgages, ete. 000l e Domestic Commerce. ..o u-xzvao-eamaea- 8, 700 6, 700 6,229
Compiling foreign trade statisties______.__ 1,160 1,160 1,221
Bubtotal 631,214 388, 702 Lists of foreign buyers............_..... 500 500 547
Investigation foreign trade restrictions.._. 600 600 50

Buresn of Home Economics: rtation of families of officers snd
Administrative_. 000 1, 000 810 19, 000 19, 000 18,101
Investigations 200 900 868 1,180 1, 180 4, 217
Btudy of dry-milk uses___ B53 17, 300 = 5
Consumer purchases, study. & 000 {as s loaas mergency Relief cleriaﬂ projects. . ... 286 265

Payments to employees abroad due to ap-
Bubtotal 1, 900 6, 900 2 531 preciation of foreign moneys. .« e ceaeeee- 8, 550 3,685 3,370
fo it of C dity Exchange Act_-. 18, 200 4, 000 4,659 | Bureau of the Censns:
Administrative per 1§ 108, 770 39, 560 20, 007

Food and Drug Administration: Census of ture 450 841
Administration 807 607 633 Bocial Security Act P 83
Field representatives. . ...cecomeemaeea- 113, 200 108, 000 102,211 Em Relie!m!shanca, white collar 74, 276 79, 124
Enforcement of Tea Import Act. cocceeaee M5 M5 W5 Wor fund, Federal Emergency Relief
Naval R 3,100 8, 100 3, 087 Administration 41, 815 50, 200
Insecticide Aet enforcement. . .- oeeeea--l 6,000 6, 900 6, 633 Bpecial statistical work 8
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TasLE 4 —Detailed yearly traveling expenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938

of the various depariments, i

t offices, and a

of

the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the United
States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.

. Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual, Estimated, |Estimated, | Actual,
Distribution 1938 1937 1036 Distribution 1938 1937 1936
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE—Continued DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR—cContinued
Burean of Marine Inspection and Navigation: Bureau of Indian Affairs—Continued.
Field service £145,103 $09, 063 $00, 063 N. L R. A. Indian allotments. . $15,000 £8, 500
National Bureau of Standards: Organizing Indian corporations. $59, 520 59,420 b7, 465
Administrative 1, 000 1,000 054 Acquisition of lands for Indians 20, 050 15, 000 7, 900
Testing senim. ﬁslrl 13, 500 13, 500 12, 607 Administration, In forests._.. 13, 500 13, 000 11,830
h devel 4,500 4, 500 5, 507 Bale of timber. .. 1,000 1,000 602
Commercial R S 3, 000 3,000 3, 056 Buppressing forest fires. . . ... 250 [l TR LT,
I.uvest!gatmn building mal 2,000 A Obtaining amplnymant for Indians._ 6, 500 7,125 5, 061
Mi umﬁnq 3,000 3,000 3,678 Agriculture and stock raising. . __._...... 30, 000 25, 000 24,747
Federal Emergency Reliel Administra- Industry among Indians. 380
tion, white-callar projects. 800 691 Industrial assistance (tribal funds) ..o..- 1,000 1, 000 47
Coast and Geodetic Burvey: Revolving fund for loans. ot 25, 000 15, 500 4,039
Personal services, field —ooceeemeeeaeeee 5,000 5, 000 4,847 Development arts and crafts......ccvaeee- 13, 000 s VA R o
N.LR.A,same.__ B A 42 Puarchase of horses (ADachSS) ..eeemeemeann|ecrcenman)occaaa o 240
Pacific tal surveys. &, 000 &, 000 8, 842 Development water supply..ccoceeaaaaoo. 1, 500 1, 500 023
N.LR. A, ﬁeld services 20 119 Irrigation and drainage._._._ ... 5, 380 5, 000 5 083
Field party e 650 650 645 N.LR.A. a]lotment. Indians (San Carlos
Compilation or Coast Pilot....... 750 750 199 project) 1, 000 800 736
Mafnetie and seismological work. 1,500 1, 566 1,829 Colorado River Reservation 150 100 107
.+ COBSE sUrvey. ... 550 7 Fort Hall irrigation system 140 140 163
Federal boundary, Sm SUIVeYS - ccacenae 800 800 4,957 Fort Belknap Reservation. 150 150 19
N.LR.A., field work 30 3,204 Fort Peck Reservation 50 50 s
Mis objects 75 1,700 e Flathead Reservation_ . . o oo - —ao... 200 200 e
Repairs of vessels. 200 i S e Crow Reservation 100 50 10
General et 415 415 Hog Back project. 50 50 25
Aeronautical charts oo 2,500 800 | s Fruitland irrigation project 161
Public Works Administration, field Irrigation Uintah Reservation 500 250 441
service aerial 1,138 Wapato irrigation systam..-..----.------- 100 (1 M Pl SRS
Working fund: Wind River irrigation system... 50 B | Si e
Soil Conservation Service 3,100 720 Bupﬁn Indian schools_ ....ooo_oo.| 110,000 100, 000 75, 245
Public Works Administration emer- iba 1, 000 2,000 1,822
gency relief 900! o e S hnpmvemmt. lease school buildings..... 8,000 800 1,47
s ol Phabeciar: 5 B >
Buresu Phoenix, Ariz 600 750 736
nal services, fleld (including fish Riverside, Calif .o eeee el 3,000 3,000 2,965
39,480 34,480 34,480 Haskell Institute 6, 000 6, 000 5, 407
Msjnumanca of vessels.. ... 628 6238 528 Pipestone, Minn. 1,000 80O 81
quluky respecting food fish_______________ 19, 810 12, 160 13, 200 Indian boarding schools:
R. A. respecting above item. 35 Carson City, Nev__..___. e 2, 000 2,000 1, 604
Working fund. 357 Albuq ue, N. Mex. a 2,500 2, 500 3,153
Btatistics on fishing industries_ ... 16, 465 10, 970 12,480 Santa Fe, N. Mex 2,000 2,000 1,966
Protecting seal, snlmon ﬁshsrlas (Alaska) . 2,125 23,125 5,125 Bismarck, N. Dak 700 485
Enforcement bbck _____________ 1,350 1,535 1,535 ‘Wahpeton, N. Dak_ oo oo 750 750 726
Dppar Mississippi River Fi.sh Refuge...... 110 110 110 Chilloceo, Okla. ... oooceeren 5 1, 500 1,200 1,179
tive Marketing Act_ .o oceeeeeeeee 1,145 1,145 78 Sequoyah Orphan School... il 600 600 578
Fhsl fish investigation. ... 2,700 6,101 Carter Seminiary. o ceeooeoeeaaaee 200 200 206
Administering whaling treaties_._......__ 1,350 Euchee, Okla. 100 100 122
Patent Office: Miscellaneous travel expense... 1, 000 1,000 592 Euiau!u, (1) 4 e T R 150 150 138
U. 8.8hipping Board Bureau: Jones Academy, Oklahoma........... 300 300 256
Administrative. 448 2,038 Wheelock Academy, Oklahoma_______ 100 100 82
Texas Centennial Exposition 17 10, 233 Ch , Oreg. 5, 000 4, 000 3,004
Great Lakes Exposition. . 06 [ T Flandreau, 8. Dak. - e ceeeeeccceeacea 2,000 2,000 2178
N. L R. A., personal services 2,47 Pierre, 8. Dak....._-_--.............“ 650 650 611
Administrative travel __._._ 1,087
Total, Department of Commerce. ... 808, 909 824,060 | 1,142 438 Indian schools, Five Civﬂlud Tribes.---. 4, 500 4, 500 4,088
Education of natives, Alaska. . ___.._.....] 22, 500 18, 500 18, 250
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR gg:?i‘ﬂrcvgmnl oi;;mlth % %’} 73.?00 80, 277
(Total appropriations 1937, $79,054,501— & et ST L &40
upport hospitals, Chippewas (tribal) ... |..cco_..___ 100 2,117
, it TsiAget, N0 ical relief of natives (Alasks)...... 34,850 | 22,65 21, 048
Office of the Secretary: Ad.mtnmu'ation Indian L T 90, 000 75, 000 74,997
Division of InVestigation. ..wmeeaceueecf 76,780 74, 560 73,350 (Tribal funds) Colorado River o 192
Division of Gm ng 125, 000 100, 000 110, 064 Fort Apache Indigns- o= s ] 400 400 378
Contingent expenses__________.___._.______ 10, 000 10, 000 9, 535 Carl 200 425 418
Emergency relief, ad.mmist.ratlva ..................... 28, 499 19, 248 Mission I di 2 308
Texas Gentonpial Expost 3,500 2,552 Fort Hall Indi 35 14
Great Lakes E: tinn, e 000 oSl s Red Lake Indians. 1,000 971
California- ¢ International Exposi- : Conso]ldatad Chippewas.. v
S P RS TSP R Y N R o 860 4,117 glﬁn kees o M0 e
Subtotal 211,780 | 210,019 218, 905 ero 200 200
. £ LT P e A R 4, 500 000 |
Commission of Fine Arts: Administrative.... 2,400 2,400 1,018 Ohevins Rbves 1,000 1061
Petroleum Administration: Sy S - 10 yd
Administration_. ... 20, 000 85, 556 e 500 &0 308
Public Works _Administration  allot- Chinmﬂs- Minnesota_......_..... 1,900 1,924
ment—Labor Policy Board 13, 290 E;lpensea. tribal officers, Five Civilized L <o s
ribes..
Bubtotal o e 20, 000 48, 856 %upmr(. Otﬁg:lAgengj‘ .................. T}' % 4{. g&g 1, %
penses, BOnNIE s s 5
National Bituminous Coal Commission: “I‘:':.lst. accounts. . 5, 000 5, 000 ‘3: 908
Administrative_. ... 3,600 3,202 Proceeds of labor. 3,000 3,000 2,438
Emergency relief. . 846
Consumers’ Counsel 300 462 Total, Bureau of Indian Affairst__..___ 714, 990 624, 560 548, 257
total
ey o == % Bpocugal fund néjmjnjstram: i 43,025 2, 200 12,020
.nmj und, LA b
& mf.omw 4,000 4,000 3,165 gohmdo g;enalrpﬁt work, m'i ------ & 200 1o
Burvaying publiclands_ .- .. 06, 500 000 105, 527 ational rial Recovery Admin
N.I R. A. allotment.. ... 116,000 {ocoooneeo - tration, reclamation. 27,90 3,30
Contingent expenses, land offices. ......... 2,500 2,000 834 g;fukﬁl;e(':':n I{;:l):“- ---e 4,750 tﬁ
Subtotal 103, 000 207, 000 108, 526 All-American Cansl project 1,387
Public Works Admimstmuon. allotment,
Bureau of Indian Affairs: All-American 193
Administrative, Indian Service. . ..ceceaee 31, 600 25, 600 23, 506
Purchase and transport supplies. ..coe-... 2,000 2,000 1,842 1 Aecording to Census statistics there are approximately 325,000 Indians In the
Meintaining law and order on reserva- continsntal United States, inc.ludmg 105,000 of the Five Civilized 'I‘rihea and there
tions._._. 15, 000 15, 100 14,475 | sre about 25,000 additional Indians in Alaska. See p. 394 Budget for $460,000 ex~
Agency buildings, rentals, repairs._.... | 2,500 800 pundadfwauwmainwnmplmsmmwatn!uwmmbﬂm.
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TrAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES—Continued

TApLE 4 —Detailed yearly traveiing erpenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938
t offices, and

agencies of
Government a.s tal:eu from the Budget of the United

States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.

Estimated, Actual, Estimated, | Esti Actual
Distribution 1938 1037 1936 Distribution cress ll;;t;ted. o
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR—continued DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOE—continued
Bureau of Reclamation—Continued. Office of Education:
Unpited  States-Mexico International Administrative $13, 300 $17,300 $11, 231
Boundary Commission: Burveys of libraries________________.______ 000 | ;"
Nlnm Industrial Recovery Admin- b s Federal Emergency Relief Administra- [ | 7 [T
on m:
Public Works Administration. 0 Grants for white collar projects 11, 405 17, 501
Workingfund. ... oo $50 100 2 Research in universities____ 3,305 3,870
Federal E ncy Relief Admmjstmtion Vocational education, Negroes 5, 044 7. 627
56, 900 627 Educationsl radio programs 3,073 1977
All- Amarican Canal.___ 500 719 Civie education through forums______| R 8, 600 3
Reclamation, grants to Btates__.._... e s 5, 000 8, 450 Voeational tion 220 85, 220 33,197
Working fund interior (Tennessee Valley Vocational rehabilitation_________________ 13, 640 10, 000 10, 822
Authority fund) . 907 Cooperative vocational rehabilitation.___| 400 400 248
Gonén;l]:uted ‘gimdz i R
orado River project u 63, 360 47 505
Parker Dam 1,000 1,000 2711 > o
Government in the Territories:
Bubtotal 44,275 120, 280 64, 481 Administrative. 1, 000 1, 000 521
dssr“ = AlssAka A peas s
Geological Burvey: service, 7,000 10, 500 654
Administrative. 82,010 B9, 750 £0,011 Care of insane, iE 1,650 1, 650 ?‘1 321
;‘ommpaiig survey, Pmmm =3 359 Roads, mdsesitrﬂh. g % 8, 000 5,017
opographic surveys, States agonroads, Alaska. . _________________ 000 299
RIS 2 i ms 50,200 75, 082 Federal Emergency Reliel Administra- 2 %
QGeologic surveys, United States. ... 53, 300 54, 000 43, tion, Alaska on 100 4,162
resource Surveys, el 769 Trust accounts_ 800 800 700
Mineral resources of e et 6, 000 5,960 11,072 Contingent exy , Hawail 950 1,250 75
g:gi: g streams__ 168, 600 175, 440 139,130 Legis!.atwe axponsns. Hawali ... _______ | e S et T
billtation measuremeut stations..... 9 porg:ly ernment, Virgin Islands___| 2,000 2,000 3,474
Underground water surv, 50 101 Vm school, Virgin Islands. ... 400 400 863
Measurement stations, Culmdoand Mis- Auditing local deficits in St. Thomas and
sissippi Rivers 752 Bt. John 2,000 2,000 2,214
Btream flow measurement stations, ete_ 15 Mlmiuipuzity S5 Ol ol Sl e d.: 2,000 2, 000 2,311
Measm'ement stations, Rio Grande, ete___ 300 644 N.I
Flood survey river stages. 11, 000 3,039 Grmts. Virgin Islands. 4
NIRA National Resources Commit- Grants 10
1,612 2,640 Fetijicrs] Emergency Relief Administra-
Clsssxﬁmttnn of lands________ 6,000 5,900 5,580
tion of illustrations 3 3 3 Grants to Stam Virgin Islands. 3
i ic and topographic maps. .. 200 160 365 Virgin Islands Co...... U B
Minami leasing enforeement | 82,220 37,034 24,017 Puerto Rieo hnrrwam metlel ] 5,572 3,622 1,
Baleguarding mine ugenjnza, ete. 1,192 Puerto Rico Reconstroction, Federal
Cnntrniiin outerop 210 Emergency Relief Administration._____ 54, 155 46,475
nfm:duned ollgaswells.. .} ... - 1, 500 1,479 Federal Emergency Reliel Administra-
tion, Puerto Rico, r ruction B |t
Subtotal 340,323 433, 800 371,978 Equatorial and South Sea Islands_.__.___ 1,000 R o
Bureau of Mines: Bubtotal
Administative A 5& 850 sé 500 @2 153 31,872 | 106,244 77,858
i s s i b St. Elizabeths Hospital, administrative.._..__| 1, 000 500
Mineral mining investigations_ san | amol U aseis | Chiiaabete Heepitel, adotinietYR .- oy OO 2
Oil and gas in\wﬂgatiors ------------ 16, 800 20, 800 14,310 Howard University, administrative and
%:.?eng ml?l\ﬁ:met stations_.._. &% g,'g &m RO 15, 500 11, 000 6, 584
nomics of Mineral Industries_ ... ; :
Heliim Prodtiction. .. ——ooesiioomens 500 800 353 Freedmen's Hospital, general expenses________ 50 50 15
Payments to employees abroad. 850 400 261 Total, Department of Interior 1,711,308 | 2,021,270 | 1,714,011
Bubtotal 121, 080 116, 310 109, 711 DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
National Park Bervice:
Admlnlsl:mtlve...... A S e B e 15, 000 15, 000 9,801 (Appropriation, 1937, $39,753,933)
Acadia National Park. ... 800 000 565
Bryce Canyon National Park_ .. 200 200 132 | Office of Attorney General
Carlsbad Caverns National Park. 500 500 161 Oontingent expenses. ..o cveeeeeaacaac. 48,300 48, 300 44,123
OCrater Lake National Park. _...... 560 500 8535 Federal Bureau of Investigation 0186, 550 903, 140 600, 500
General Grant National Park. . 200 200 131 Miscellaneous objects 8, 000 8, 000 6,000
Glacier National Park. __....... 1,319 1,144 052 Defending suits against Unn:ed States._._ 14, 000 14, 000 11, 756
Grand Canyon National Park. 1,445 1,445 1,322 Taxes and Penalties Unit .. 16, 990 16, 990 16, 790
Grant Teton National 900 800 136 Enforcement-antitrust law, ete. 27, 100 25, 000 18, 187
Great 8moky Mountain National Pﬂ.rk_.. 1,170 070 1,540 Examination judicial offices 300 W00 ey
Hawaii National Park 730 600 855 Bureau of Prisons_____________ 41, 320 38,080 81,913
Hot 8prings National Park____ 300 300 620 Veterans' insurance li tilm_ 000 41,000 43, 858
Lasson Volcanic National Park.. 457 457 057 Expense, Northern P, ﬁc Ry 12, 438 239
Mm Verde Na Natlonnl Park___. 040 400 1,068 Federal Emergency Relief Administra-
Mount McKinley National Par! 650 650 23 tion: Ju.ﬂloe, adminlsmuve expense. .. 46, B70 38, 850
Mount Ranier nr.innal Park__ 1,385 1,385 1,692 icultural Adjustment Administration—
Platte National Park . 200 A e and expenses_ _ 5,714
Rocky Moun: National Park_ ... 650 600 1,332 Preparation of rules_ 1,845
Bequois National Park. . .o ocooeeeeeeeaeee 1,100 1,060 2113 QGreat Lakes Exposition. o 32
Bhenandoah National Park.... 500 500 Bupreme Court, expenses, miscellanecus___ 750 750 570
Wind Cave National Park___ 200 50 62 2 T R i R s G Y s s (ot Sl 3,000 4,733
Yellowstone National Park . | 2,000 1, 800 1, 686 Expenses, cireuit md district judges, ete.... 93, 000 85, 000 B85, 462
‘Yosemite National Park. . eeeceeeeen.. 1,250 1, 200 1,572 Contingent
Zion National Park 350 350 521 Court of tomsand Patent Appeals. 125 125 112
National monuments, asdministrative____ 3,805 3,855 2,628 United States Customs Court......... 9,000 9, 000 7, 500
National historical parks, ete. cceeeeeaeaee 250 250 459 112 112
National military parks, ete. ... et 2,400 2,300 1,725
Boulder Canyon project.....--.-. e 300 00 Feninsitan 4,200 4,021
ruction, ete. - 68 3, 225 3,716
F ores prmtec!.l fire prevention. . - 2,000 2,000 1,877 071, 540 1, 160, 757
Historic sites and buildings. 3, 500 Ry Yot gl ! 185, 000 149, 507
Investigation, water rights, ete. ... 2,000 2000 | Bpeci torneys 000 45, 000 39,718
Salaries, District of Columbia___..______ 200 200 101 §peeial clerks of United States courts._ | 63,000 | 8,500 5, 633
Balaries outside Distriet of Columbia..._. 1, 595 1, 505 1,621 Fees expenses, conciliation commis-
Nationsl eapital parks. 200 200 8 &, 000 5, 000 7,850
N.LR.A: Jurors and witnesses 1, 510,000 | 1, 450,000 1, 405, 083
Roads and trails projects. 8, 000 6,231 Mi travel ex 40, 40, 000 45, 313
Phruiml improv 1,000 15,027 Pam] and correctional institutions:
Eme.rge.ney Relief Adminjsh:a— Leavenworth Penitentiary o oeoeoeoo 25, 000 25,000 2, 499
tion, Jeflerson Expansion Memorial. L0 Y Leavenworth ﬁmgﬂ 16, 000 16, 000 14, 807
Atlanta Penit 25, 000 2;», 000 2, T34
Bubtotal 50, 096 56, 851 B8, 401 MeNeil Island Penltentl.nry 7, 800 “7, 80O 7, 607
Northeastern Pamtemiary....- 23, 000 22,000 22, 367
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TABLE 4 —Detatled yearly traveling expenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938
of the various departments, independent offices, and agencies of

the Federal Government as taken from

the Budget of the United

States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.

: Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual, Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual,
Distribution o 1037 1036 Distribution 1638 1837 1938
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE—continued DEPARTMENT OF STATE—continned
Penal and correctional institutions—Contd.
Aleatraz Island Penitentiary.. $4, 500 $4, 500 $4,087
Alderson, W. Va. .. ......_. 8,000 9, 000 8,652 | Office of the Becretary—Continued.
Reformatory, Chillicothe, Ohio. 21, 000 21, 000 20, 663 Transportation, Fo! Serviceofficers___|  $339, 000 $303, 700 $217, 340
Southwestern Reformatory. .. 12, 000 12, 000 10,174 Contingent expenses, Foreign Service mis-
Hospital for Defective Dehnquents 10, 000 10, 000 8, 002 sion_ 155, 663 155, 633 101, 538
Federal jails 17,100 17, 100 16, 056 Contributions, ete.. for travel ____________ 31,365 31, 366 17, 604
Prison- apnipe L.l 000 28, 000 22,773 Radio Consulting Commission (Rumania) T I
Federal reformal camp, Virginia______ 7,000 7, 000 6, 532 . International oundary Commission
Training Schaci lor Bom District of (United Smtes-“nfiml 3, 500 3, 500 3,101
Columbif. oo e ee 400 400 Rio Grande survey-....-...-c...—-... 204
Probation system, United States courts__ 173, 100 145, 000 115,280 Federal Emergency Relief Administra-
Bupport or%n:ted Btates prisoners....... 2 2,000 5 tion:
Boundary Commission. 2,108
Total, Department of Justice ... .. ... 4,646,632 | 4,306,070 | 4,100,122 Flood control, Rio Grande. o 974
Investigations to Federal 20ne. . cceecaauea o _____ LB et
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR Slood control, Ndumsl?:s Ariz.__ £ 5% 52 13
anadian boundary disputes. . ...--e-.- 180
(Appropriations, 1937, $21,844,700; travel ex- All other miscellaneous expenditures for % &0
pense, 1937, $2,186,223) travel expense, bulked. 83, 503 101, 311 52,200
Office of the Smtaq Total, State Department._ _ e eeemeeee 623,112 618, 663
Promotion of health, safety, employment. 35,480 720 14, 078 i it
Contingent fund, car tokens_____________. 400 400 200 TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Commissioners of conciliation..._.__...__. 112, 090 112, 090 09, 228
Internstional labor, Geneva, Switzerland. 1, 400 2,850 686 | Office of the SBecretary:
Division Public Contracts. .............—. 34,180 Admmistm:iva. Gold, Silver Purchase [ 8, 300 8,450 5,188
Federal Emergency Relie! Administra- R B R S A 1,200 2,000 1,069
tion: Div{sinn of Research . ____________ 1,000 350 299
Administrative expenses. .. ooeoeeeoc|oo . 3,700 5,204 Cum]Jl‘i'ollal' s Office. .. np : 189
Gy e e e e e U [l o ) s (Sl 5,082 Internal Revenue Bureau ... 5,850 5,850 1, 600
White-collar projects 8, 500 1,868 Becret SBervice Division 2l 1,836
Bureau of Labor statistics: Bureau of Mint 250 250 266
Ad (i1 PRt e SR s A e 95, 900 95,900 105, 671 Adjusted Compensation Payment Act 3, 600 1,709
Investigation of living costs 2 200 23,109 Division of Disbursements. 500 1,700
Fed Emergency Reliel Administra- Becret Service Division...oeeeeeen.o O e ey
tion, white-collar projects. . ________ 40,000 |oooo___ Agricultural Adjustment Administration:
Working fund from Employment Service, 42 Salaries and ex ﬁe& !mns 1, 500 88,019
Immigration and Naturalization Service: Division of Dis e 1,500 2,108
Admmistmtiva __________________________ 680, 955 680, 055 553, 766 Office of the Treasurer of United Stnm_-.
Border patrolt === o Tl 24,150 24,150 30, 354 Jlxl'lﬂ-litm'ﬂl Ad]ﬂmmtA
']‘mnspomns Filipinos home. 79,018 19, 084 Bureau of Internal Rev 85,911
Children’s Bureau: Bureau of Customs. 2,115 3,332
Administrative. - .o v eeees s anmm 38, 500 36, 500 38, 799 Federal E Reliel Administra-
93, 400 65, 000 28, 505 tion, administrative expenses 1,173,351 840, 252
Women’s Bureau: Administrative. ... 16, 645 16, 645 18,088 | Office of Chief Clerk and Buperintendent:
U. 8. Employment Service: M neous and cont t expenses_.... 10, 500 10, 500 3,025
Administrative. .- . 148, 030 136, 750 138,737 | Office of Commissioner of Accounts:
Federal Emergency Relief Administrs. Disbursement Division.........coeeeeaaes 7, 500 7, 500 4,877
tion: Advances to Agricult Adjustment
‘White-collar projects 200 2,897 Administration. .. 2,204
Employment service. 864, 000 613, 737 Working fund disbursements. __ 25
U. B.‘.‘Hm.l.sins Corporation: 22 e tt of Agriuulmhu bursed for. e 400 430
tive = tingen expenses, public moneys...... 6 319
Bituminous Coal Labor Board 421 | Public Debt Service:
Textile Labor Relations Board. 16, 485 Admiujmﬁu 150 150 132
National Steel Labor Relations Board n5 Diatincttw research .. . . | 250 450 45
Camden Board of Arbitration. 65 | Officeof Chief Clerk. . - oo 27, 500 15, 500 6, 529
California-Pacific International Exposi- Burean of Custom Collecting revenues._____ 355, 800 335, 000 335, 000
tion. 800 585 | Bureau of the B t: Administrative_._..._ 4, 500 4, 500 43
Great Iéa.kas Emition..m i % % Bur%a;.}génw?al venue: aow 808 | ‘a4, 30
Texas Centenn! xposit i Ng Of POVENNN. .- - iicaticivenaia .
Administrative expense, Revenua Act of il
Total, Department of Labor.......—...| 1,279,130 | 2,186,223 1,718,414 | 1836..... 918,000 | ...
Advances to Azricultuml Adjustment
NAVY DEPARTMENT Administration 1886, 050
(Appropriation, 1937, $529,819,632) 'goobmtwn ‘*fa‘i‘ ot 1008 Y50
on, 1937, $529,819, 14, 500
Ag'riml:unl Adjustment Administration 4
Office of Secretary: advances, 1936. 375
Miscellaneous eXpenses._ . .. veeeeeeeenee-s 107, 200 104, 700 109, 382 Federal Emergency Reliel Administra-
Conttngent fund 3, 500 3, 500 435 tion employees in De 108, 367 147, 451
Bureau of Navigation: Eni’mm&nt title ITI o 1000 Lo e
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps_.....—- 6,912 8,012 6,301 | Federal Alcohol Admini Llon: Adminis-
Organizing Naval Reserves...._... e 401, 069 222, 783 148, 669 trative. . 70, 62, 624 13, 957
Bureau of Buj bgpiiw and Accounts: Bureau of Narcotics: Field expenses._._______| 114, 381 105, 500 110, 788
Pay, su Jom il 5,467,726 | 4,785, 395 4,080,542 | Coast Guard: Administrative and fleld.._.__. , 000 320, 000 244, 631
Trust accounts, from fines. ... 186, 500 15, 000 9,225 | Bureau of Engraving and Printing: Adminis-
Marine Coﬁ: =5 1o ) 4 PR e S e e e A S ke 350 350 385
Pay of Marine Corps. ..o oooe e 173, 707 150, 500 178,313 | Becret Service Division:
COeneral expenses_ ______ oo ... 20, 532 20, 532 18,159 Field services 77,425 77,425 60, 477
Transport of troops and applicants for Civil Works Program 28, 917
LT T < A e e ST 350, 500 280, 500 230,865 | Public Health Service:
Marine Corps Reserve. . ceeeecovmeaca-n 50, 004 30, D62 26, 679 ial 21,270 21, 000 21,318
Marine Band travel expenses 58, 325 59, 325 60, 825
Arkancaa Centennial 10, 938 3,376 3,376 3,883
Ce te Reunion 6, 752 0, 996 0,996 12, 830
Contingent expenses, Navy Department: 24,251 24,251 24, 165
Btreetoar fares 150 150 150 14, 980 14, 880 12,875
2,70 1,800 3,000
Total, Navy Department..__...........| 6,606,800 | 5,639,033 | 4,821,408 : ntro 2, 885 2,940 3,78
Mental Hygiene Division_ 25, 000 25,000 14,398
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Narcotic farms 250 250 58
Towsstigations-:. oo i it 164, 870 150, 070 50, 335
(Appropriation, 1937, $15,163,550) Btudies, rural sanitation 133
Assistance to white-collar workers. . 25, 000 52,
Office of the Sceretary: Federal Emergency Reliel Administra-
Gomlnstnt 3 e e el 6,075 6,075 1,055 tion, rural sanitation work. 18,417
Passport agencies. ... 500 500 422 Burean of the Mint 3, 300 3, 300 1,
Editing tﬂrri!ﬂﬂai PEDRL T e Al v R ST Procurement Divl.s%on
Promotion of foreign trade. 2000 i o Administrative, field m....-.._ ey 220, 000 220, 000 217, 585
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TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AcENcIEs—Continued
TasLe 4 —Detailed yearly traveling expenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938
of the various departments, independent offices, mtdup‘enctes of
the Federal Government as ‘taken from the Budget of the United
States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.,

" Estimated, | Estimated, | Actual,
Distribution 1638 1937 1036

TREASURY DEPARTMENT—Continued

Procurement Division—Continoed.
Federal Emergency Reliefl Administra

tion, reliel staff $1, 500 §1,137
Bupply Division $1, 500 1, 500 1, 350
General supply fund (operating) .oeee... M 2 210

Total, Treasury Department._._......| 5217642 | 7,063,859 5,751,178

WAR DEPARTMENT

Office of the Secretary of War: Contingent
M}ﬂtary activities: Contingencies of the

2,500 2,500 2, 500
Genaral “Stafl Co Special field exercises
(National Gnargﬁ ................... 3,520 10, 530 96, 300
Finance Department: Travel of the Amr__._ 2,445,850 | 2,758,027 2, 584, 250
Quartermaster Corps: Emergency £,
administrative

2,500 8,885
Air Co
Ad:ﬁnlﬂmtln, field 150, 376 102, 166 8';: g
N.I.R.
Medical Daparumnt. From Veterans' Ad-
Sy eyt e e = % o
0 rs: by o et [ RS el | i
Ogd?i;mm Departme.nt Service and supplies. 70, 000
Beacoast defi
N.LR. A
Fort Monroe, Va 1
Hawaii 00
Neational Guard:
m%m: ste. 610, 000 650, 000 678, 117
am;
Oemgi expense 4, 000 4, 000 4, 500
Travel warrant officers, ete. .. ____ FEat el 248, 500 248, 500 222, 48
N. I R. A., for National Gu.nrd 1,314
Organired Reserves:
Administeative. et T4, 621 699, 094 579, 144
C!f.l‘.mns' m{umry training:
300, 340 350, 340 857, 311

...................... 662, 840 500, 370 566, 657

trative
U. 8. High Commissioner, Philippines:
General

4, 000 4, 000 8, 000
N.LR.A:
Insular 50
Caorps ;I‘ qu mwrlﬂs. aﬁci ----- d Harbors: o
of Enj Vers an
Administrative._... e e 816, 455 733, TH 645, CIE
construc
Lmergncy travel expense. 83, 647
Public Works Administration, travel o
Federal E;nergancf' ' """" Relief 'Administra-
N TR, & Gorps of Eaginesra_. it fasar
ol i 0 o 7
Federal Emergency Relief Administra-
tion, administrative. - 1,400 23, 553
Federal Power Commission. . <o} 3, 500 7.712
Feg;nl Emergency Relief Administra-
Flood control, ete 35,000 |
Flood control (non-Federal) . o eeoeeme foeeeeeaeeee OO0
hite-collar projects.__ 487, 500 |-ccoeooaeaes
N. L R. A., flood control 36, 594
Act Julym,m.‘m,mnﬁ.rw*hﬂm e a% mﬁ)
Mw Ly - A q
Flood control:
Bacramento River. oo 15, 685 20, 820 13, 51
Lowell Creek, Alaska____.. ... AR 120 400 80
cnr%r’g Eusmeers, Rivers and Harbors:
Riwr. Alaska 120 1903 s i
Mlsmnri P e b o UL ELRet Sl e B A 1 LA N slain
Protective, Lake of Woods, Minn________| ... 605 1,060
Interoceanic Canal - ... - . .__ 300 800 192
Public Works Administration, reclama-
tion, Virgin Islands 889
Trust aceounts:
Contributed. ... 397
Mississippi River.——vescoceeee o] 2,337 1,140 481
United Btates Soldiers’ Home:
Texas Centennial A 283 5,748
Great Lakes Exposition 620 781
The Panama Canal:
ions, ete. 156, 160 193, 110 152, 508
in United States. 'JI: g ﬁ: g ﬂ: %
itati Qanal Zone 1
Civil government, Canal me..,......__ 5,850 &, 850 &, 795
P fund, Canal Zone____ -5 215 143
Total, War Department.. | 6,546,000 | 7,264,109 | 6,742 768
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TRAVELING EXPENSES OF GOVERNMENTAL AGENciEs—Continued
TaBLE 4—Detailed yearly traveling ezpenses for 1936, 1937, and 1938
of the various departments, independent offices, and agencies of
the Federal Government as taken from the Budget of the United
States Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938—Con.

— Regtet, | Enimatod | Agtu,
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT
(Gross excess of appropriations over revenus,
1937, $65,584,589)
Om%o oftrl;lostmaster General:
ntingent ex $1, 500 $1, 500 1, 400
Field service__ 3,000 5, 000 s2, 817
Texas Centennial Exposi ..... 2,275
California Pacific International Exposi-
tion 353 208
521, 000 405, 207
12, 500 12, 208
1,250,000 | 1,177,638
25000 jLaliet e
Railroad l:r:insp{ourt:tt&on ancli ru.nIlI)mes
senger service ascertainment) . 200 000 ™
Bmm Bssm Act %,500 % SO0 [ el }'...-
e e o | ol | 3ukos
V' RS B S .
Ruﬂwn_',' R(l):u Sen-im. traveling expenses. 60, 000 60, 000 43, 664
mail trans NS o 3, 500 10, 000 1, 866
erchant Marine Act T 5, 800 6,133
Oonf.m:t Air Mail Sarvice_........o.__... 7,200 5,060 4,333
Epecial audit expense for above___.________ 6, 000
omc;:dmjnjsmt‘ a :
ive 23, 000 20, 700 15, 605
Vehicle service. - 6, 000 4,316 5,393
Public bu{idings ..................... 500 500 76
Operating and sup lies_ R IR A 2,000 2, 000 1,700
Furniture for public 1, 000 1,000 700
Total, Post Office Department...______| 5 514,600 | 5,385,020 4, 983, 661

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. THOMPSON of Ilinois and Mr, SHAFER of Michigan
asked and were given permission to revise and extend their
own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. FLANNAGANY
is recognized for 25 minutes.

THE PRESENT AGRICULTURAL SITUATION

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for this
time for the purpose of discussing in a general way the
agricultural situation in our country today. I am fearful
that very few of us realize the seriousness of the situation,

About the only agricultural program we have today is
under what is known as the Soil Conservation Act. I am not
opposing the Soil Conservation Act. I think it has accom-

plished and will accomplish great things for the farmers of’

America, but I do not believe that the Soil Conservation Act
will solve the farm problem in this country. We passed that
act, assuming that if we would subsidize the farmers to take
out of production soil-depleting crops and plant that acreage
to soil-conserving or soil-rebuilding crops, we would, in a
measure, be able to regulate production and to keep pro-
duction and consumption more or less in line. The theory is
all right, but how is it working?

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield for a question?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Not right now.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. It is just along the line
of what the gentleman is going to explain. -

Mr, FLANNAGAN. I yield.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. Under the Triple A pro-
gram, 40,000,000 acres of cotton, wheat, and corn lands were
taken out of cultivation.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Yes.
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Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. That act was declared
unconstitutional by the Supreme Court and the Soil Con-
servation Act was passed as a stop gap or to take the place
of the former act. Under the Soil Conservation Act, as the
gentleman knows, the authority is in the Department and so
they took out of production 30,000,000 acres of cotton, wheat,
and corn lands. Now, we are going to have an increased
crop this year of the various commodities. How did these
cotton and tobacco farmers use their land that was taken
out of the program or where does the extra crop come from?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I do not know that I can accurately
answer that question, but probably I can shed some light
upon it. I know what has happened. I know that in spite of
the fact we paid the cotton farmers last year, under the
Soil Conservation Act, somefhing over $86,000,000 to reduce
the cotton acreage and to plant that acreage in soil-conserv-
ing and soil-rebuilding crops, today we find that in 1937
we have over 3,000,000 additional acres in cotton and we are
going to produce between two and three additional million
bales of cotton. In other words, the estimate of the De-
partment is that the cotton crop this year in acreage is some
3,000,000 acres more than 1936, in baleage between two and
three million bales more than 1936, and that it will be the
largest crop we have produced in America since 1931-32,
when the cotton price level was 5.7 cents a pound.

Now, what is going to happen if we remain inactive and
fail to enact legislation at this session that will keep pro-
duction and consumption in line? You know what is going
to happen, I know what is going to happen, and the farmers
of America are going to be asking us this question, if we
go home without passing legislation that will give the Sec-
retary the right to declare quotas and curtail production
when necessary—what we have been doing up here for 8 or
9 months knowing that the lightning was going to strike.
Why did we not put up a lightning rod?
thg.r. KLEBERG. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield

e?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Let me finish this statement and then
I will be pleased to yield.

Take wheat, and in spite of the fact we paid the wheat
farmers $63,000,000 in 1936 to reduce the wheat acreage and
to plant that acreage to soil-conserving and soil-rebuilding
crops, what are the facts?

Mr, SNELL, Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman care to
yield for a question?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Just for a brief question.

_ Mr. SNELL. Did I understand the gentleman correctly to
say that they were paid about $86,000,000 to take land out
of cotton production and notwithstanding that fact there
were two or three million more bales of cotton raised this
year than heretofore?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Yes; they spent $89,000,000 last year
to reduce the cotton acreage.

Mr. SNELL. Is there any way of explaining that?

Mr, FLANNAGAN. I will come to that a little later on, if
the gentleman will let me confinue my statement.

Mr. ELEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will
permit me to correct a statement he has made. I am sure
the gentleman does not want to tell the House that acreage
has been increased, but that production has been increased.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I mean to say that there has been
planted to cotton, according to the report, over 2,000,000 ad-
ditional acres, and I have had these figures checked by the
Department of Agriculture,

Now, with respect to wheat, we paid, as I have said, the
wheat farmers $63,000,000 in 1936 under the Soil Conserva-
tion Act to reduce the wheat acreage, in order to bring the
production in line with consumption plus our exports, and
what has happened? The 1937 wheat acreage has gone up
over the 1936 acreage, how many acres? Ii has gone up
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from 74,000,000 to 80,000,000 acres, or 6,000,000 additional
acres in wheat.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Wait until I get through with my
statement.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. I just want to correct the
gentleman’s figures.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. These figures are correct or the
Department is wrong, one or the other.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. The actual figures are
that last year the acreage was about 46,000,000 and this year
57,000,000,

Mr. FLANNAGAN. No; in 1936 the wheat acreage was
74,000,000 acres. This year the wheat acreage is 80,000,000
acres, an increase of 6,000,000 acres.

Mr. ANDRESEN of Minnesota. Ten million.

Mr., FLANNAGAN. Six million is what the Department
says, and in bushels there will be an increase this year over
the production last year amounting to 256,000,000 bushels of
wheat, and we are going to produce, according to the esti-
mates this year, the largest wheat crop we have ever pro-
duced in America since 1931-32, when the price level of
wheat was 39.1 cents per bushel. What is going to happen to
the wheat farmer unless we set up machinery to hold produc-
tion in line with consumption? That is not all. Take corn.
What is happening to the corn growers? In spite of the fact
that we paid the corn growers of America under the Soil Con-
servation Act $77,000,000 last year to reduce their corn acre-
age and plant that acreage in soil-conserving and soil-
rebuilding crops, we find that the acreage of corn has gone up
this year around 3,000,000 additional acres, and our corn
yield in bushels is going up from about 1,529,000,000 to some-
thing over 2,672,000,000 bushels. This is the largest corn crop
we have produced since 1932-33, when corn only averaged
31.9 cents per bushel.

Let us take tobacco.- What is happening to tobacco? We
paid the tobacco growers $15,000,000 last year under the
Soil Conservation Act to reduce the tobacco acreage and
to plant same to soil-conserving and rebuilding crops, and
what has happened? We find that the tobacco acreage has
gone up around 250,000 to 300,000 acres, and in poundage
the estimate is that we will produce this year some 268,000,-
000 more pounds of tobacco than we did in 1936. The esti-
mate for the 1937 tobacco crop shows that we will produce
the largest crop produced since 1931-32, when the average
price per pound was 8.2 cents.

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FLANNAGAN. Yes.

Mr. BOILEAU. The gentleman has compared the 1937
acreage with 1936, Will the gentleman give us the figures
comparing 1937 with 1932 before the reduction program was
put in effect?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I think I can give the gentleman those
figures. As to tobacco, we are now producing the largest
crop of tobacco that we have produced in America since
1932-33. .

Mr. BOILEAU. In acreage or yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. In yield, and in acreage, at which
time the level of tobacco went down to 8.2 cents a pound.

Mr. KLEBERG. Will the gentleman state to the House
whether he thinks the acreage by his statement today is
greater than in 1932 with reference to cotton and wheat,
before this program went into effect? Take corn, cotton, to-
bacco, and wheat. I am talking about the acreage.

Mr, FLANNAGAN, Allright. Iam talking about acreage.
In 1932 the cotton acreage was 36,000,000 and it is around
that today, but in 1932 you had 5-cent cotton, and that is
just what you are going to have again in 1938 if you do
not set up the necessary machinery to hold the production
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of cotton in line with your domestic consumption plus export.
‘We may as well face the facts.

While I am on the soil-conservation program, let me re-
mind you of the fact that I am in favor of it, but I think
some changes should be made in it. I think I represent one
of the best agricultural districts in America. I do not believe
you will find better land in this country than the bluegrass
soil in my district. We have conserved our land down there
for years and years, and yet because we have conserved our
land and taken care of it under the Soil Conservation Act we
are being penalized, and the farmer who has wasted his
land year in and year out is being paid an enormous subsidy
to do the very thing that we are being penalized for having
done over the years. I had the Department take my dis-
trict, a tobacco district, a grazing district—we raise some
corn and wheat and other crops—and with respect to benefits
received, compare it with cotton, wheat, and corn districts of
similar size and population. What I wanted to find out is
how my district fared when compared with other districts.
Here is what I found:

My district last year received $313,000 in benefit pay-
ments. The farmers in a similar wheat district were paid
$1,075,000 in benefit payments, the farmers in a similar corn
district $2,900,000 in benefit payments, and the farmers in a
similar cotton district $3,159,000 in benefit payments. It is
not exactly right to penalize the farmer who has been con-
serving his soil throughout the years and give the man who
has been wearing out his soil an undue advantage.

Mr, SNELL, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Yes,

Mr, SNELL. What does the gentleman say about the
dairy farmer in the northeastern part of the United States,
who has not received a single dollar along that line and
has to pay an increased amount for the corn that they
have bought from the districts that have received the benefit
payments?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I think we should work out some way
to equalize these payments as near as possible among the
different types of farmers.

Mr. SNELL. That is what I think should be done.

Mr, FLANNAGAN. Another thing, I think that under the
Soil Conservation Act the large landowner is getting the
advantage over the small landowner. I believe we should
have graduated payments under the Soil Conservation Act.
I think that should be written into the law.

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield.

Mr. BOILEAU, Relative to the statement made by the
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. SxerLl, I do
not know what has been done in his section; but there have
been some payments under the Soil Conservation Act to the
dairy farmers. As a matter of fact, the Soil Conservation
Act is the only one of these various acts that has given any
assistance to the dairy farmer.

Mr. SNELL. Oh, there have been a few, but they are so
small that you would not even put them down on paper.

. Mr. FLANNAGAN. You have been getting some pay-
ments on the grassland; probably 25 cents an acre,

Mr. SNELL., Very small,

Mr. FLANNAGAN. And you have been geiting perhaps
a few other small payments.

Now, another thing, under the Soil Conservation Act, I
had the Department take a 500-acre farm in my district,
an average farm down there, and figure up how much in
benefit payments my farmer would receive; then go down
South and take a 500-acre cotton farm. I wanted to know.

Well, I have the answer. If it is wrong, I have been
wrongly advised by the Department of Agriculture. My
farmer gets $190 and the cofton farmer gets $1,520. But
that is not all. My farmer’s overhead expenses have not
been decreased one penny, but if the cotton farmer cuts his
cotton acreage 30 or 35 percent, as the Department has been
asking him fo do, he reduces his farm expense at least one-
quarter, if his cotton crop is cut one-third, which would
be two or three hundred dollars, to say the least. As a
practical proposition he is getting about $2,000 and my
farmer is getting $190.
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Mr. SOUTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield for just a short question.

Mr. SOUTH. I do not know what part of the South
these figures would cover. I come from a cotton State and.1
& cotton district, and I will say to the gentleman that cer-
tainly the benefits received by the farmers in my section do!
not equal $300 for 100 acres, as the figures which the gen-'
tleman has given seem to show. '

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Ob, if you reduce your cotton crop:
there is no question about what you get. You get $9 an]
acre. You get 5 cents a pound, based on an average yield,
of 180 pounds per acre.

Mr, SOUTH. But the gentleman is not assuming that
every farmer gets the same?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is the general average, 180
pounds per acre, and at 5 cents a pound that gives you an'
average of $§9 per acre. That is the way it figures out. Now,
we know these facts. We know what is ahead of us. What
are we going to do? What can the Secretary of Agriculture
do under the presenf law to stabilize farm prices and to
bring consumption and production into line? Not a thing.
in the world, because under the Soil Conservation Act, while
we presumed that these benefit payments would, in a meas-
ure, regulate production we find that they do not do it. In
spite of the fact that last year we turned over to the farmers'
under the Soil Conservation Act $395,000,000, we are going
to produce an enormous surplus in all major farm crops—in,
wheat, in corn, in cotton, in rice, and in tobacco. And what
is going to happen when that day comes? How are we going
to handle those surpluses that will pile up? You know and
I know that the surplus, when thrown upon the market, sets:
the price that the American farmer will get for his entire
CTOD.
yit;ll{:? MASSINGALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield.

Mr, MASSINGALE., The gentleman has been making a
most interesting talk, I think, at least from my standpoint,
and I think he has hit right at the trouble. Now as a sub-
stitute for this program of production control under which
we have been operating, just in general, what is the gen-
tloema.n’s idea of the kind of legislation this Congress ought

pass?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I will tell the gentleman. I am not
wedded to any particular bill. I introduced a bill (H. R.
7577) which was worked out by the farm group. That bill
embodies the essential principles recommended by the com-
mittee that worked on it for quite a while; and it is signed
by representatives of all the leading farm organizations in
America, including the Farmers Union, including the
Grange, and including the Farm Bureau Federation, and
many of the leading farmers of America. The bill provides
for an ever-normal granary in order to provide against
the day of scarcity and take care of the consumer, and I
think any farm bill should contain an ever-normal-granary
provision. It attempts, as far as possible, to give the farmer
8 parity price. He is entitled to that. It gives the Secre-
tary of Agriculture the right to declare marketing quotas
when he finds there is going to be a surplus, over a certain,
percent, dumped upon the market. I think any farm bill,
while I say I am not wedded to any particular bill, should
contain those essential things.

I know that production control and marketing control is
repulsive to many of us; we hate to think of them; but I
want to know how you are going to regulate the farming
industry in America without vesting in the Secretary of
Agriculture some kind of control that will bring production:
in line with our domestic consumption plus exports?

Mr. MASSINGALE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con=
sent that the gentleman from Virginia may proceed for 1
additional minute.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Make it 10 minutes; we want to ask the
gentleman some questions,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lewis of Colorado). Is
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Okla=
homa?

There was no objection.
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Mr. MASSINGALE. I wanted to ask the gentleman a
question. I think he was erroneously informed when he
stated that the Farmers’ Union was one of the sponsors of
this bureau bill. I believe the gentleman is in error in that
respect; in fact, I am quite sure of it.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I think I can clear that up. No; I do
not have a copy of the report, but I think that the gentle-
man will find that the original report filed by the committee
appointed by the President contains the name of the Farm-
ers’ Union representative.

Mr. MASSINGALE. I am quite sure it does not.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman'’s time may be extended for 10 additional
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ELEBERG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. For a short question.

Mr. KLEBERG. I would remind the gentleman that his
time was extended to permit some of us fto interrogate him.
I would like to go a little more deeply into this thing, for
I am very much interested in it, as the genfleman knows
from our association together on the committee.

Will the gentleman tell the House, with reference to this
particular bill, of the bookkeeping functions which the farm-
ers will be called upon to undertake and the penalties they
will face for failure to comply with the bookkeeping re-
quirements? Will the gentleman give us some idea with
reference to corn, wheat, and other major commodities as to
the administrative costs of this bill and, inasmuch as the
gentleman has suggested that cotton gets more out of the
bill than the district which he represents, in the main, will
he not tell us the proportion that corn would get nationally
out of this bill by comparison with the other major
commodities?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I may say to the gentleman from
Texas that I am not wedded to any bill. What I am trying
to get over to the House is the thought that we are faced
with a real problem and that it is up to this Congress, be-
fore it adjourns, to enact a general farm program that will
protect the farmers of this country. [Applause.]

Mr. KLEBERG. One more question. The gentleman
knows of my interest inasmuch as we have worked together
harmoniously on the committee. Does the gentleman feel
any alarm based on the actual facts with reference to
cotton prices; for instance, does he believe that the figures
that he has given the House with reference to increased pro-
duction, figures of the Department of Agriculture, take into
consideration the peculiar things that accompany every one
of these crop prognostications, the conditions of the weather,
the time incident to the realization of the enormous in-
crease that the gentleman has mentioned? I see no terrible
alarm right now.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I may say this to the gentleman with
reference to cotton, that the figures I have given are not
only the Department’s figures but they are the figures of
the trade, the trade estimates.

Mr. HOFFMAN, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Was the gentleman on the committee
when the so-called soil-erosion law was enacted?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I was.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Was not the purpose of that act to re-
strict production of the crops named?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. We thought that by paying the farmer
a subsidy to reduce his acreage of soil-depleting crops, such
as corn, cotton, wheat, and tobacco, replacing them with
soil-conserving or soil-rebuilding crops, that we would in a
measure develop control of production and get it in line
with consumption plus exports.

Mr. HOFFMAN. By control the gentleman means reduc-
tion.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Reduction; yes.
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Did it work that way or not?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. It does not seem to work that way.

Mr. HOFFMAN. How does it work, the other way?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I have told the committee the facts.

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is what I thought, but I wanted fo
be sure.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. We are going to have surpluses in all
the major farm crops, wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco, and rice.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Then, in spite of all the thought we put
on it, it just does not work when it comes to trying it out.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. 1 think it has accomplished a great
deal of good, and I think that our crops this year would be
a great deal larger than they are estimated to be if we had
not had the soil-conservation program in force. I think it
has held a check line, but it is not a sufficient check to keep
production and consumption in line. If we do not get pro-
duction and consumption in line, the farmer is gone, and the
tenant bill that we passed the other day to rehabilitate the
so-called tenant farmer is not worth the paper it is written
on. What is the use of trying to help the tenant farmer
when we permit overproduction to run wild and hammer the
price of farm products down below the cost of production?
Under such a policy you know he cannot pay his way out.
We must enact legislation that will give the farmer some-
thing above the cost of production. He is entitled to parity,
I think, but if we do not give him something above cost of
production we will have more instead of less tenants in
America. That is the situation.

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. 1 yield.

Mr. BOILEAU. I would like to point out that the gentle-
man referred to conditions in 1932 for purposes of com-
parison; but that is not exactly correct, for since 1932 we
have had an increase in population to some extent, and this
would require larger crops. In addition to that, the pur-
chasing power of the American people is considerably higher
today, so that they are able to buy more of a particular com=-
modity. Even though we have the same quantity, it wou!d.
not necessarily mean we have the same surplus.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is true. The gentleman is cor-
rect in that statement; but, based upon the Department's
estimate of domestic consumption, plus our exports, we are
going to have an enormous surplus in all major farm crops.

Mr. BOILEAU. But will the surplus be as large?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. The question is, What will happen to
the American farmer? Are we going to stand idly by, know-
ing this evil day is coming, without taking action at this
session of Congress to vest in the Secretary of Agriculture
some way of maintaining farm prices? We know what hap-
pened under the old Farm Board. We made loans on cot-
ton, wheat, and corn without any control over the pro-
duction of those products. That was the fallacy of the old
Farm Board legislation. We agreed to lend .the farmers so
much on wheat, corn, and so forth, but we had no control
over production.

What happened? When prices, due to overproduction, fell
below the loan levels the farmer converted his loan into a
sale, The plan failed because there was no control over
production.

Mr. Speaker, the Government cannot keep on buying sur-
plus crops and taking them off the market. No government
can afford to make loans on farm crops unless machinery is
set up to control production and hold it in line with con-
sumption, plus our exports.

Mr. HOFFMAN. What is the remedy?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. 1 think we ought to have some kind
of control program. As I said before, as much as some of
us hate to think we have to go to that, and as distasteful as
it is to many of us, I do not see any hope for agriculture
in this country unless there is vested in the Secretary of
Agriculture some form of control over production or over
marketing in order to keep production and consumption in
lint:. We will have to come to production control sooner or
later.

Mr, VOORHIS. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia,

Mr. VOORHIS. I am in hearty agreement with the gen-
tleman’s position that we need some farm legislation and I
am glad to hear him say he is not particularly wedded to
any one piece of legislation. I would like to know what the
gentleman’s opinion is as to the importance of the control
which the middleman and the speculator exercises over the
prices of staple farm commodities and whether the gentle-
man does not believe that is one of the most serious elements
in the situation and one that needs most to be dealt with?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Of course, the speculators have al-
ways lived off the farmers. There is no question about that
in my mind. In lots of instances where the price of farm
products has gone up, the sad part of the story is the farm-
ers did not get the benefit of the increase in price, but, on
the contrary, some speculator reaped the reward.

Mr. EELLER. Why do we not stop that?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. In time it will be stopped.

Mr. VOORHIS. The major problem being that farm
prices are high when the farmer does not have a crop to sell
and they are beaten down when he does have a crop to sell?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. And when the price goes up he has
not anything to sell.

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield to the gentleman from
Michigan.

Mr. MICHENER. The argument suggested by the gen-
tleman from California, of course, has been here for years
and years. It was here when we had the Farm Board
question up for consideration. It was here when we had
the equalization fee up for consideration and when we had
the debenture plan up. Nothing new has been suggested
that has not been before the Congress for years and years
and yet we have not been able to work anything out.
Does not the gentleman believe before we get through we
will have to get back somewhere near the principle in-
volved in the old equalization fee matter or the export
debenture plan?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. We have to work out something.
Now, the gentleman states we have not gotten anywhere.

Mr. MICHENER. We have just been talking.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. All right. I know this, and the gen-
tleman cannot wipe it out, the farmer’s income back in 1933
was something over $3,000,000,000. That is all he got
for the products of the soil. I know that under the Roose-
velt administration they are expecting to get something
over $9,000,000,000 this year.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may proceed for 2 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman referred to the Roose-
velt administration and the income of the farmers at the
present time.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I did that because the gentleman said
nothing had been accomplished. In my opinion, the old
A. A. A, constitutional or unconstitutional, did more for
the American farmers than any piece of legislation ever
enacted.

Mr. MICHENER. If we are to continue to pay subsidies,
and I am not objecting, yes; but if we take away the subsi-
dies paid by the Government and if we take away the addi-
tional purchasing power, the farmer is worse off today than
he was in 1933. Every farm organization will tell you that.
If it is just a question of paying subsidies, if we are going
to take money out of the consumer’s pocket and put it in
the pocket of the farmer and call that prosperity for the
farmer, that is one thing. I am not objecting. I am just
saying that by reason of that we do not want to consider the
thing as anywhere near solved.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I am willing to vote today to take
every subsidy away that we pay the farmer if you will take
away the tariff laws that protect industry. I will do that,
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Put them on the same equality. But as long as you are
subsidizing industry in this country you have to subsidize the
farmer to put him on an equality with industry.

Mr. BIERMANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr, BIERMANN. The utmost a subsidy can amount to
this year is a half billion dollars, and the farmers’ income,
as the gentleman states, is about $6,000,000,000 more than it
was the last year, I hope the final year, of Republican
control.

Mr. FLANNAGAN. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. MICHENER. It does not compare with the increase
in labor.

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Virginia may proceed for 2 additional
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. KERR. In answer to the gentleman from Michigan,
does the gentleman know that the only legislation which has
ever been passed that was beneficial to the farmer was passed
by this administration? The gentleman will further agree
with me that such legislation raised the price of tobacco
from 9 cents a pound fo 27 cents a pound, the price of corn
from 26 cents a bushel to $1.15 a bushel, and the price of
wheat from 45 cents a bushel to $1.20 a bushel,

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is all true. And may I say to
the gentleman from North Carolina that my farmers are
still grateful to him for the Kerr bill, which saved the to-
bacco growers in my district. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. McFARLANE]
is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my own remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude various excerpts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

DICTATORSHIP IN AMERICA?

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, because of the lateness of
the hour I ask the indulgence of the Members in order that
I may try to hurry through my remarks., If I may be per-
mitted to proceed without interruption, at the completion of
my remarks I shall be pleased fo yield for any questions.

Radio news commentators, editorial writers employed on
the large metropolitan daily newspapers, and others who
control the molding of public opinion in our country have
lately been alleging that we have a dictator in control of our
Government,

By subtle insinuation they have, I regret to say, tried to
turn public opinion against the one President of the United
States, Franklin D. Roosevelt, who, since his election in
1932, has consistently and persistently, openly and honestly,
sought to better the living conditions of the one-third of
our people, the workers and farmers, who, prior to the
inauguration of President Roosevelt, did not know what it
was to have a friend in the White House.

THE REAL DICTATORSHIP

Speaking of dictators, it is my purpose to demonstrate
that today in America it is not the elected President of the
United States who can be looked upon as a dictator. We
have dictatorships, but the dictators do not reside in the
White House, nor were the dictators ever elected to any
office by the American people.

We have dictatorships in America, when 300 or less persons
have an absolute monopoly in the molding of public opin-
ion through undisputed control of radio stations, newspapers,
and motion pictures, as will be shown in these remarks.

DANGERS THROUGH MONOPOLY CONTROL OF PROPAGANDA INSTRUMENTS:
RADIO, MOTION PICTURES, TELEVISION, NEWSPAPERS

The power of the radio monopolists is well set forth in the
report of the National Resources Committee recently issued
by President Roosevelt, from which I quote:
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How great is the power In the control of mass communications,
especially when helped by modern inventions, has been made
clear recently in countries that have had social revolutions and
which have promptly, in a very short period, brought extraordi-
nary changes in the expressed beliefs and actions of vast popula-
tions. These have been led to accept whole ideoclogies contrary to
their former beliefs, and to accept as the new gospel what many
outsiders would think ridiculous.

The three chains comprising the radio monopolies which
are dependent for their continued operation on patent li-
censes which are controlled by the American Telephone &
Telegraph monopoly and the Radio Corporation of America,
also extend their monopoly in the moulding of public opinion
through their connections with motion-picture companies
and through their domination of some 200 or more large
newspapers in America who own radio broadcasting stations.

Up to June 1, 1937, some 200 of the largest licensed radio
broadcasting stations were controlled by newspapers, and,
in some 135 cases, the radio station alone controlled, in their
respective communities, both the radio stations and the
newspapers. Is that monopoly? Is that dictatorship?

With rare exceptions, all of these newspaper-owned radio
stations are programmed by one or the other of the three
chains comprising the radio monopolies, which, in substance,
means that the radio monopolists control what goes in the
newspapers and over these newspaper-owned radio stations
as well as that which goes over the other radio stations
which they themselves own or control.

INGRATITUDE ON PART OF VESTED WEALTH

When President Roosevelt fook office, most of the indus-
trialists, most of the banks, the railroads, and the other
vested interests were near bankruptcy. They had all ad-
mitted their inability to provide employment for the workers,
safety for money deposited in their banks, and a decent
market for the product of American farms.

President Roosevelt and the Congress went to their aid
realizing that saving of the invested wealth was in the
public interest and helpful to all of our people. However,
instead of receiving any gratitude from those we kept out
of the bankruptcy courts, by his rare courage and high
statesmanship, as well as the confidence which he inspired
from the common people, those we helped now seek to bite
the hands that literally fed them.

Having considerable. knowledge of the monepoly which
exists in radio broadcasting, the looseness, to be charitable,
which prevails in the Communications Commission and,
having worked with our late lamented colleague, “Billy”
Connery, I have waited patiently for the Rules Committee
to report out the radio-investigation resolution presented to
the House by “Billy” Connery, last January. It now appears
that in addition to the control which the radio monopolists
have in the molding of public opinion among the American
people they seemingly are not without influence right here
in the Congress of the United States.

CONSPIRACY TO LOOT THE INVESTING PUBLIC

During the Hoover Administration the Radio Corporation
of America stock, which had never paid a dividend, was
manipulated from $5 a share to $520 a share resulting in
the looting of millions of innocent investors. “Never again”
moaned the public and “never again” echoed the Govern-
ment.

We created the Securities and Exchange Commission to
protect the public against stock frauds and rackets.

Lo and behold, a few days ago I came across what has
all the appearance of a gigantic conspiracy on the part of
officials of the Columbia Broadcasting System and the offi-
cials of the New York Stock Exchange, with the apparent
acquiescence of the Securities and Exchange Commission, to
loot the American investing public to the extent of some
fifty or more millions of dollars.

The stockholders of the Columbia Broadcasting System,
as near as I can ascertain from the consolidated balance
sheets, flled with the Securities and Exchange Commission
and the New York Stock Exchange, show an actual cash
investment of less than $1,600,000. They further show that
Columbia Broadcasting System has total assets of some
$12,000,000, which includes a claim of some two and one-
guarter millions of dollars for good will, whatever that
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means, when we must also realize that the licenses on
which they are dependent for operation are issued for
periods of only 6 months. Against these total assets they
have oufstanding obligations of almost $5,000,000 which
leaves a net value of some five and one-half millions of
dollars,

Since December 26, 1931, this company has paid in cash
dividends $7,864,998, on this cash investment of less than
$1,600,000. Yet this system now seeks from the Securities
and Exchange Commission a certificate which will authorize
the listing of some 1,192,970 shares of stock on the New York
Stock Exchange and the sale to the public of a substantial
portion of this stock at prices which are far in excess of
their values.

At the present fime, according to the daily press, the
stock of this radio monopoly is fraded in—whether wash
sales or not I do not know—on the over-the-counter list at
New York on a total valuation of some $58,000,000.

Undoubtedly, the public will be permitted to invest pos-
sibly $30,000,000 or more for a minority interest in this
enterprise, which has a total cash investment of less than
$1,600,000. If this is not stock racketeering, what is it?

All the afternoon papers carry headlines that Governor
Lehman is fighting the President’s court plan. Lehman
Bros. are reputed to be the bankers for the Columbia Broad-
casting System, molders of public opinion in this country.
Governor Lehman and this set-up are asking Senator Wac~
NER to change his position and vote against the President’s
court proposal,

Mr. SOUTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. 1 yield for a question.

Mr. SOUTH. If the Governor had come out for the plan,
does not the gentleman believe the papers would have
carried it in the headlines just the same?

Mr. McFARLANE. Probably over in the want-ad sec—
tion, where they usually carry a thing when it suits their
interests better to do so.

Mr. SOUTH. Does the gentleman mean that for a serious
answer?

Mr. McFARLANE. I mean that for a serious answer, be-
cause I have seen it happen time and again that the spe-
cial interests usually carry in the want-ad sections the
things they do not want generally publicized. The things
they are driving to put over they put on the front page
in headlines. I have seen it happen for 20 years.

Mr. SOUTH. The gentleman knows the papers have car-
ried both sides of this controversy, and that men who have
come out for the plan have been given wide publicity if
they were of such public standing as to merit it. The
gentleman cannot be sincere when he states that if Gover-
nor Lehman had come out for the President’s court plan
the newspapers would not have headlined it.

Mr. McFARLANE. May I say in answer to the gentleman
that I have noticed daily, as I am sure the gentleman has,
to show the policy of the press, both here and elsewhere, that
today 85 percent of the same plutoeratie crowd which fought
this administration in the last campaign is fighting them now
and trying to sabotage their program. Almost daily they
come out editorially bushwhacking the President on his court
plan. I know, and the gentleman knows, they hope to run
out from under all the rest of the President’s legislative pro-
gram, and are using the court fight as a smoke screen.
Frank Gannett, one of the leaders in the court fight, let the
cat out of the bag in such a statement recently,

Mr. SOUTH. A lot of other prominent people are doing
it, and a lot of people who are against the court plan are not
plutocrats.

Mr. McFARLANE. There are lots of good, honest Mem-
bers of Congress and others who just cannot see the light,
I grant that.

Last week I addressed an inquiry to the officials of the
Securities and Exchange Commission as to whether or not
such apparent fraudulent activities were within the law and
up to the present time I have not received any answer. It
is possible that through some loophole in the law the Ameri-
can people are not securing that protection from stock
racketeering which the Congress intended, and assumed it
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had provided when the Securities and Exchange Commission
was enacted.
TAX EVASION—LOOFPHOLES

The Tax Avoidance Committee now looking into loopholes
they largely placed in our tax laws have listed the president
of Columbia Broadcasting System as one of the tax dodgers.
In the light of the financial pyramid just illustrated, I here
now request the Tax Avoidance Committee to ascertain from
the Treasury Department the taxes paid by the radio mo-
nopolists such as Sarnoff, Paley, Crosley, and those asso-
ciated with them,

BADIO STOCK SELLING RACKET

Is the selling of stock in a radio station, which is depend-
ent for its very life on a 6 months’ license from a govern-
mental authority and without which license the station has
nothing but junk value a racket?

No less an authority than the Chairman of the Federal
Communications Commission has so stated, openly, to the
members of the House Appropriations Committee, that stock
selling in radio stations was a racket.

Testifying before the House Appropriations Committee,
Chairman Prall said:

Another thing that is quite serious is the possibility of a racket
following this thing in the way of stock issues. They are beginning
to get wise now to the fact that they might, by a stock issue, still

retain control of their stations and sell enough stock to not only
pay the cost of the station but some profit in addition to that.

We are conducting now through the legal department sort of an
investigation of that subject because there are some stations that
are issuing stock at this time. Now, just how much they can issue
before they get into the value of the license given them by the
Government, for which they pay nothing, is a question.

INSULT TO BILLY CONNERY

And yet these radio pirates, through one of their paid apol-
ogists, in an issue of Broadcasting July 15, have the audacity
to impugn the good name of our late colleague, Billy Con-
nery, when they said:

The Connery resolution, which from the start had all the ear-
marks of a headline-hunting, sensation-seeking fishing expedition
by a select committee,

ARE UNSUSPECTING INVESTORS DEFPENDENT UPON THE CONGRESS FOR
PROTECTION?

Mr. Speaker, I believe that it is well within the bounds of
reason to say that unless this body accepts the unchallenged
statements of the Chairman of the Communications Commis-
sion and enacts legislation, if such is needed, which will, in
reality, protect the American people from stock-selling rack-
ets and the radio monopoly, then every Member of this House,
as well as this administration, is equally guilty if we later find
that an unsuspecting public has been defrauded and loofed
by these stock racketeers through our negligence or through
the willingness of some to listen to the soft voice of those
who represent these monopolists and racketeers.

FRAUDULENT PRACTICES OF F. C. C.

However guilty as we may find ourselves to be, let me
direct the attention of the House to the imposition and
fraud practiced upon the Congress by the Communications
Commission.

In order to promote science and to encourage inventors,
we authorized the Federal Communications Commission to
issue experimental licenses to radio stations. Several of
these licenses have been issued, and I dare say that none
of the holders of any of these licenses can show wherein
any experiments worthy of the name have been carried on.
There are several citations of such frauds which might be
called to the attention of the House, but I will be content
with directing your attention to what is naturally the most
outstanding.

A manufacturer in Cincinnati, Crosley by name, having
a better knowledge of how to secure concessions apparently
than some of his competitors, or because he was not directly
tied to one of the two dominant radio monopolies, was
permitted to obtain from the Federal Communications Com-
mission an experimental license to use a total of some
500,000 watts power, the largest station in America. Nine-
tenths of this power was experimental, so, therefore, I un-
derstand, he immediately raised the price of his radio
advertising time some 50 percent and has continued to col-
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lect handsome commercial profits on the basis of experi-
mentation for these 39 months,

I wonder sometimes whether men secure such unusual
concessions because of their innate ability or because they
are good-looking or because they have ways of getting
things done. Just why, I think it fair to ask, has this
unusual concession been handed out and continued in the
hands of one of the some 700 radio licenses?

TRAFFICEING IN RADIO LICENSES

In addition there is another racket now flourishing in the
broadcasting field. This concerns itself with the trafficking
in radio stations. A license for a radio frequency is just
that, and does not signify ownership, but only permission to
use such frequency for 6 months. Despite this the traffick-
ing in radio stations whose real value is the frequency for
which it has a license, for which they pay the Government
nothing and which is subject to renewal every 6 months,
has reached what are apparently absurd proportions the
import of which it is the duty of Congress to determine.
Although the list of cases is legion a few will suffice to bring
home the point.

The Western Broadcasting Co., which owned station ENX
in Los Angeles, the recipient of a broadcasting license from
the F. C.C., sold this frequency to the Columbia Broadcasting
System. The facts in this sale are amazing. The station
having a claimed value of stock transferred, including physi-
cal and intangible values amounting to $236,520, was pur-
chased by Columbia for $1,250,000.

In his testimony before the Appropriations Committee,
Commissioner Prall stated:

I know of a case where within 6 months a corporation able to
pay offered $3,000,000 for one station.

Can it be that the broadcasting interests have been as-
sured that the F. C. C. will renew these licenses indefinitely?
It is the duty of Congress to determine the facts underlying
this brokerage in Government radio licenses for which they
pay the Government nothing.

TEAPOT DOME OR RAFING THE NATIONAL DEFENSE

But the buccaneering practice by these monopolists against
the public does not stop there. Permit me to read from a
recent article published in The Nation, by Paul Ward. I
quote the following:

Only recently certaln members of the F. C. C. moved to take
away from the Navy two out of five short-wave frequencies al-
lotted this Government by international agreement and turned
them over to Columbia for private exploitation, just as the naval
oll reserves were turned over to Fall, Doheny, and the rest in the
Teapot Dome case, a cry of “Teapot Dome again” within the Com-
mission itself broke up the play for the time being.

MONOPOLY CONDITIONS HANDED DOWN FROM HOOVER REGIME

This monopoly is by no means a reflection upon the present
administration. A congressional investigation will in no
way cast any reflection upon it. Instead, these monopolies
were inherited from the Hoover administration.

WAS FEDERAL COURT DEBAUCHED TO INSURE CONTINUED RADIO

MONOPOLY?

A reopening of the Government's case against the radio
monopoly, either on the part of the Attorney General’s
Department or onf the part of the Congress, through a proper
investigation as well as an inquiry as to how these economic
royalists, R. C. A., N. B. C., Columbia, and Mutual secured
monopolistic control of radio stations. These monopolies
now control all 40 clear channels, all radio stations of over
1,000 watts operating at night, and 93 percent of the power
used for the transmission of radio broadcasting and does,
from my studies, show a colossal fraud perpetrated upon the
American people, and I would be surprised if we did not find
that this monopoly was created and still exists through
bribery practiced in circles supposedly above reproach.

Why was the brother of the clerk of the United States
Federal court at Wilmington retained by the radio monopoly
just before the consent decree was agreed to?

Why did the Government counsel in charge of this case
and in charge of antitrust prosecutions so suddenly resign
after this consent decree was entered into?

‘While I believe the American people can justly criticize
the Congress for allowing the continuation of this radio
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monopoly which has been severely flayed on the floor of
both Houses of the Congress during the present year with-
out any action on the part of Congress, let me direct your
attention to the influence of this monopoly while the Hoover
administration was in power.

After great hullabaloo and the spending of vast sums of
the taxpayers’ moneys the Hoover administration brought
an action in the Federal Court in Delaware to break up the
then apparent radio monopoly.

The Government showed how this monopoly, fostered by
General Electric and the American Telephone & Telegraph
Co., purchased the American Marconi Co. and how, whenever
necessary, they shared their monopoly with others, provided
that such others were strong potential competitors. They
took in the British, the French, the Germans, and such
Americans as were necessary, all of the time securing for
the Radio Corporation of America the absolute monopoly in
the United States of radio reception from all over the world
as well as radio transmission in the United States and from
the United States to all other parts of the world. A monop-
oly, incidentally, which the Federal Communications Com-
mission has perpetuated in a recent decision preventing a
competitor of R. C. A. from establishing service to Oslo,
Norway.

COMMUNICATIONS MONOPOLY—AL CAPONE AND BIG BUSINESS

This brings us to the supposed dissolution of the Radio
Trust as agreed to in the consent decree in 1932. The Gov-
ernment in its antitrust action against R. C. A., General
Electric, A. T. & T. Co., Westinghouse, et al., contended that
these parties had divided up the electrical industries into
exclusive fields and agreed not to compete with each other,
The evidence was overwhelming, although it was actually
unnecessary to go very much further than the cross-licens-
ing agreement entered into by the defendants. The radio-
set manufacture field was reserved to R. C. A., the trans-
oceanic radiotelephone field and the monopoly for their
broadcasting was given exclusively to the A. T. & T. This
agreement provided that they would not compete with each
other, but instead would act in concert to loot the public.
One is driven to the odious comparison with Al Capone,
who divided up Chicago, and who once remarked that his
activities were really “big business without a top hat.”

WAS R. C. A. CONSENT DECEREE A BELL-OUT?

The Hoover administration, however, sold out the American
people when it permitted the guilty parties to enter into a
consent, decree the mysteriousness of which has never lifted.
The only difference, it appears, exists largely in the consent
decree, but not in fact. R. C. A. still has a monopoly on the
rights to radio set manufacture and A. T. & T. still has a
monopoly of the wires for chain broadcasting, R. C. A. still
has exclusive agreements with various foreign communication
monopolies, and A. T. & T. still has a monopoly of trans-
oceanic radio telephony, The recent F. C. C. special tele-
phone investigation has this to say in substance about the

conditions after this consent decree:

¥. C. C. DECLARES MONOPOLY STILL IN FORCE BUT TAEES NO ACTION

The chief criticism has been that these agreements have fostered
monopolies in a number of fields foreign to the primary field of
the telephone company by effectuating a pooling of the thou-
sands of patents owned by the parties by dividing between the
parties the many flelds in which patents have application and by
throwing into the path of others desiring to engage in these
fields the obstacles presented by the combined patent and financial
resources of the telephone company, the Western Electric Co., the
General Electric Co, the Radio Corporation, and the Westing-
house Co.

As counsel to the House special committee investigating
the cross-licensing and pooling of patents, I found the viola-
tions to be even more flagrant.

The effect of this so-called dissolution consent decree was
to insure the continued looting of the American people and
the continued monopoly of the molding of public opinion
by these monopolists with the sanction of the Hoover
administration. :

NO HONOR AMONG ERADIO PIRATES

However, even among these pirates there is no honor. It

appears that subsequent to the consent decree the A. T. & T.
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monopoly was extending itself fo such an extent that it
even poached upon the monopolistic position of R. C. A., its
erstwhile partner in plunder.

The sound motion-picture industries was a case in point.
A. T. & T. negotiated an exclusive license with seven of the
eight largest motion-picture producers. R. C. A. was able to
negotiate only one.

R. C. A, furious of violation of their agreement to divide
up the field, filed a bill of complaint, charging antitrust vio-
lation by A. T. & T. The complaint, however, was never
filed in any court but was used as a blackjack against the
A.T. & T. As a result of this threat by R. C. A. to invoke
the law against the telephone company, the latter capitu-
lated to R. C. A. and agreed to give the “swag” more even
division among the two monopolies, But the public had an
interest in this antitrust violation. Who was to protect their
interests? As far as I can ascertain, since the consent de-
cree of November 21, 1932, no action has been taken by the
Government against these monopolies, despite the fact that
the Government has a direct interest in all antitrust litiga-
tion. These facts have been clearly presented by the recent
special telephone investigation.

Mr. Speaker, in opening my remarks I emphasized ihe
existence in America of dictatorship, not on the part of
elected officials, the President, or the Congress, but on the
part of those who conirol the molding of public opinicn
and those who control our cross-licensing and patent-pooling
agreements, which in substance are controlled by about a
dozen people in New York City.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. SOUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Texas may proceed for 5 additional
minutes. _

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. McFARLANE. These cross-license and patent-pool-
ing agreements are monopolized by the American Telegraph
& Telephone Co. and Radio Corporation of America, which,
in turn, control radio broadcasting, motion pictures, and, to
a great extent, the public press.

PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT'S NATIONAL RESOURCES COMMTITTEE FIND MONOP=
OLY CONTROL OF TELEVISION A NATIONAL MENACE

In the newspapers of July 18 the report of the National
Resources Committee was made public by President Roose-
velt. I call your attention to page 21 of the New York
Times, the headings of which are self-explanatory:

“Calls television propaganda peril”, “Report warns of
power to widen avenues for spread of insidious ideas”; and
on the next column is the heading “Predicts papers printed
in homes; Resources Committee says new inventions presage
vast communications changes.”

With the control of the molding of public opinion amply
demonstrated to be in the hands of vested wealth, it is my
belief the Congress can well be accused of cowardice, if we
do not meet the challenge laid down to us.

‘WILL CONGRESS ACT?

The Congress has pending before us in the House and the
Senate resolutions seeking an investigation of this radio mo-
nopoly to indicate how widespread is the demand for this
investigation. I quote one of many editorials written insist-
ing that Congress investigate this radio monopoly:

CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS HELFFUL—SCRIPPS-HOWARD EDITORIAL

No other money which the Government spends, we belleve, yields
greater returns, dollar for dollar, than does the money expended
for congressional investigations.

True, some of these inquiries are turned into witch hunts to
punish political enemies and used unconscionably to invade the
privacy of law-abiding individuals. But, on the whole, Investiga-
tions such as the one which saved the Teapot Dome, the Pecors
inquiry that pointed the way to wiser banking and securities laws,
and the La Follette hearing which is publicizing and putting a
curb on civil liberties viclations are definitely worth while,

Charges have been made that the F, C. C. is awarding broad-
casting franchises on a political basis; that a broadcasting mo-
nopoly is being developed; that a vested right is being created in
the frenquencies allotted; that certain parts of the country are
being favored over other sections; that censorship has restricted
freedom of the air, and that too much time on radio programs is
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given over to advertising and too little to educational and cul-
tural features. All these charges have been made, and more.

They should be proved or disproved. The policy-making branch
of our Government should search out the truth and correct what-
ever abuses are found.

In closing, let me direct the attention of the House to
the insulting attitude of the kept magazine of the radio
monopoly toward the House and our late Cclleague, Billy
Connery. This magazine Broadcasting, in its issue of July
15, page 44, in its editorial entitled “The White Resclution”,
first insults the honesty and good faith of our late colleague,
Billy Connery, when they accuse him of headline hunting,
sensation seeking, and a fishing expedition by a select House
committee. This odious and insulting, at least to House
Members, editorial closes with this advice to the Congress:

SHALL EBADIO MONOPOLY FICK ITS INVESTING COMMITTEE?—INSULT TO
HOUSE

Let there be an investigation along the lines proposed in the
White resolution. We are confident that the result will quiet
for another decade the tongue wagging of the radio baiters.

Mr. Speaker, will the Members of this House and will this
administration continue to stand idly by while the American
people are in danger of being looted of millions of dollars
by this radio practice by continued exploitation in the way
of exorbitant prices for what should be a necessity of life
and continue to permit this small group of exploiters to mold
public opinion amongst our people to suit their own selfish
interests?

The public is somewhat conversant with the apparent
scandalous happenings existing in the radio and communi-
cations fields. The Nation, Variety, the Washington News,
the syndicated column Washington Merry-Go-Round, Bill-
board, among other publications, have all somewhat venti-
lated the smelly conditions existent.

The dictators, which I mentioned earlier in my speech,
are now trying to get Congress to adjourn so that legislation
on judicial reform, wages and hours, farm aid, and depart-
mental reorganization, which they so violently oppose in
their press and radio, may be sidetracked. These men are
the unelected, unofficial dictators of America. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may proceed for 5 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
‘yield for a question as a matter of information?

Mr. McFARLANE. I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. I can see the gentleman must have
devoted a great deal of time and study to this subject and
have performed a great deal of research work. The gen-
tleman mentioned a station at Los Angeles. What was the
name of that station?

Mr. MCFARLANE. EKNZX, I believe.

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Is the gentleman sure about his
statement? I do not recall that the gentleman gave the
. name of the station.

Mr. McFARLANE., Yes; I gave the name of the station.
It is in the Recorp. I took the figures from the records, so
I know the figures are accurate, as well as the other state-
ments I have made.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I just want to say this. We
have this appalling situation before us: Resolutions to in-
vestigate this great communications field have been pending
before this House since early in the session, and no action
has been taken by the Rules Committee. I can think of
nothing that is of more importance pending before the Con-
gress than such an investigation to clear up the entire com-
munications field, to the end that we see what it is that is so
all-powerful that it is continuing to control and mold public
opinion in this country to suit their own selfish interests,
and I hope we will soon have some action by the Rules
Committee to give this House an opportunity to vote upon
this important question.
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Mr. BOLAND of Pennsylvania, Mr., Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. I yield.

Mr. BOLAND of Pennsylvania. Do I understand from the
gentleman’s remarks that Congress was advised by the
Chairman of the Federal Communications Commission of the
situation he is referring to as now existing?

Mr, McFARLANE. I quoted from Chairman Prall's re-
marks, and I will say to the gentleman, and, perhaps, the
gentleman did not exactly hear the quotation, but my state-
ments in that regard were taken from Chairman Prall’s
own statement to the House Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. BOLAND of Pennsylvania. I heard the quotation,
and while I may be wrong, I took it that the quotation ad-
vised the Congress of the situation that the gentleman is
talking about and referring to as a serious one. Am I right
in that respect?

Mr, McFARLANE. Yes, sir. The situation that Chair-
man Prall was talking about was a stock-selling racket
that is rapidly developing in the radio field, and he feels it
is a racket and something that should be stopped. Inci-
dentally other members of the Communications Com-
mission have asked for an investigation by Congress.

Mr. BOLAND of Pennsylvania. Which is one of the
grounds of the gentleman’s argument.

Mr. McFARLANE. Correct.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. 1 yield.

Mr. MICHENER. Earlier in the gentleman’s well-pre-
pared remarks he fold us that public opinion or public senti-
ment in the country had turned against the President, and
the gentleman severely castegated the press and the radio
commentators for this change in public sentiment. I was
very careful to listen to the words, because they were written
and the statement was well worded and could not be mis-
understood. In that connection, does the gentleman have
in mind that the President of the United States gets a
national hook-up without charge on all radios if and when he
asks for it, and that he has assumed to accept that proposi-
tion and in fireside chats and otherwise has done more to
propagandize his theories and his administration policies by
this method than was ever attempted by any President or
any American citizen in all time?

Mr. McFARLANE. In answer to the gentleman I will say
that the President has used the national hook-up in radio
far less than the vested interests. The fact he has been more
effective is because he has carried home to the great masses
of our people fundamental facts and truths that are unan-
swerable, and, of course, this is a little bit hard on those of
the opposition; but it is well known that the opposition has
used much more radio time than has the President.

Mr. MICHENER. But right there, if that be true, it is not
because of the fact that others have been given time, be-
cause they have to pay for it. The President has had such
time and does now have such time as he wants without
charge and can go to the country at any time.

Mr. McFARLANE. In answer to the gentleman’s state-
ment in that regard, I may say I do not know what the facts
are, but I do know the number of speeches placed in the
REcorp, for instance, on the Court proposition by those in
opposition to the Court proposal are far greater and the
speeches far more voluminous than those that have been
made over the radio in favor of it.

Mr. MICHENER. Why is the gentleman, then, condemn-
ing the radio and the press—that is, the CoONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

Mr. McFARLANE. I am talking about radio speeches
placed in the RECORD.

Mr. MICHENER. I think the gentleman should give this
matter consideration.

Mr. McFARLANE. I am talking about things being spread
by the plutocratic press and radio commentators of the
country at this time, and I think that is being turned out
by that group. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Texas has expired.
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED

A joint resolution of the Senate of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s table and, under the rule,
referred as follows:

S.J. Res. 171. Joint resolution relating to the employment
of personnel and expenditures made by the Charles Carroll
of Carrollion Bicentenary Commission; to the Commitiee
on the Library.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as
follows:

To Mr. CuANDLER, for 4 legislative days, on account of im=-
portant business.

To Mrs. Norton, for the remainder of the week, on account
of death in family.

To Mr. Foranp, for 3 days, on account of important
business,

To Mr. FLEGER, indefinitely, on account of illness.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BOLAND of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and
40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Tuesday, July 20, 1937, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors will meet Tuesday,
July 20, 1937, at 10:30 a. m. to continue hearings on H. R.
T7365.

A hearing will be conducted by Subcommittee No. I, Tues-
day, July 20, 1937, at 10 a. m., on bills relating to custodial
employees,

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Naval Affairs will hold full committee
meeting Tuesday, July 20, 1937, at 10:30 a. m., on H. R.
7560, to authorize alterations and repairs on certain naval
vessels, and for other purposes. Very important.

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Research Subcommittee of
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at 10
a. m. Thursday, July 22, 1937. Business to be considered:
Hearings on H. R. 1536, H. R. 5531, H. R. 7001, and H. R.
7643, research bills.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

725. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated
July 14, 1937, submitting a report, together with accompany-
ing papers and illustrations, on a preliminary examination
and survey of Lake Charles Deep Water Channel, La.,
and Lake Charles Ship Channel, La., from Lake Charles to
the Gulf of Mexico east of mouth of Calcasieu River, au-
thorized by the River and Harbor Act approved August 30,
1935, and review of reports on Calcasieu River and Pass,
La., requested by resolution of the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors, House of Representatives, adopted May 6,
1935 (H. Doc. No. 299); to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors and ordered to be printed, with four illustrations.

726. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury,
transmitting a proposed draft of a bill to amend section 3528
of the Revised Statutes relating to the purchase of metal for
minor coins of the United States; to the Committee on Coin-
age, Weights, and Measures.

T27. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior,
transmitting a copy of legislation passed by the Municipal
Council of St. Thomas and St. John, and approved by the
Governor of the Virgin Islands; to the Committee on Insular
Affairs.

728. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropria-
tions for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

7285

1938 amounting to $194,538, and a deficiency estimate for the
fiscal year 1935 amounting to $12,570, in all $207,108, together
with drafts of proposed provisions pertaining to existing ap-
propriations (H. Doc. No. 300) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

729. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria-
tion for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1938, for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for carrying out the provisions of the
Cooperative Farm Forestry Acf, approved May 18, 1937,
amounting to $1,000,000 (H. Doc. No. 301) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

730. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropria-
tions for the Navy Department for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1938, aggregating $812,000, of which $535,000 is re-
quired to provide facilities for construction of battleships at
the New York and Philadelphia Navy Yards, $275,000 for
replacement of a paint and oil storage building destroyed
by fire on May 25, 1937, at the Mare Island Navy Yard, and
$2,000 to erect a memorial to the officers and men of the
United States Navy who lost their lives as the result of a
boiler explosion (H. Doc. No. 302); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

731. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting the draft of a proposed provision per-
taining to an existing appropriation for the Tennessee Valley
Authority for the fiscal year 1938 (H. Doc. No. 303) ; to the

- Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII,

Mr. PETTENGILL: Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. H. R. 7711, A bill to amend the act approved
June 19, 1934, entitled the “Communications Act of 1934”;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1258). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MEAD: Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.
H. R, 3149. A bill for the relief of the postal employees;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1259)., Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HILDEBRANDT: Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads. H. R. 6167. A bill to provide a surcharge on
certain air mail carried in Alaska; with amendment (Rept.
No. 1260). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. SACKS: Committee on Insular Affairs. H. R. 1485,
A bill to amend section 40 of the act of March 2, 1917, en-
titled “An act to provide a civil government for Porto Rico,
and for other purposes”; without amendment (Rept. No.
1261). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr, MILLS: Committee on Insular Affairs. H. R. 1486.
A bill to amend section 30 of the act of March 2, 1917,
entitled “An act to provide a civil government for Porto
Rico, and for other purposes”; with amendment (Rept.
No. 1262). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. GREEVER: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 1047.
An act to authorize the city of Pierre, S. Dak., fo construct,
equip, maintain, and operate on Farm Island, S. Dak., cer-
tain amusement and recreational facilities; to charge for the
use thereof; and for other purposes; with amendment
(Rept. No. 1263). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committee on the Public Lands,
8. 1129. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to accept from the State of Utah title to a certain State-
owned section of land and to patent other land to the State
in lieu thereof, and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1264). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Montana: Committee on the Public
Lands. 8. 1216. An act authorizing the Secretary of the
Interior to convey certain land to the State of Montana to
be used for the purposes of a public park and recreational
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site; without amendment (Rept. No. 1265). Referred o the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GREEVER: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 1266.
An act to authorize the city of Chamberlain, 8. Dak., to
construct, equip, and maintain tourist cabins on American
Island, S. Dak., to operate and maintain a tourist camp and
certain amusement and recreational facilities on such
island; to make charges in connecfion therewith; and for
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1266). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. HILL of Washington: Committee on the Public
Lands. S. 1696. An act to authorize the revision of the
boundaries of the Snoqualmie National Forest, in the State
of Washington; without amendment (Rept. No. 1267). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. DEROUEN: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 2026.
An act to provide for the addition of certain lands to the
Fort Donelson National Military Park in the State of Ten-
nessee, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1268). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. BURCH: Commiftee on the Post Office and Post
Roads. H. R. 7879. A bill to provide additional compensa-
tion to star-route carriers for necessary increased mileage,
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
1269). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. DEROUEN: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R.
7022. A bill to provide for the establishment of the Cape
Hatteras National Seashore in the State of North Carolina,
and for other purposes; with amendment (Repi. No. 1271).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. HILDEBRANDT: Committee on the Post Office and
.Post Roads. H. R. 7873. A bill providing for the trans-
portation of the mails on certain commercially operated
aircraft, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1272). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIT,

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. R.
7896. A bill granting pensions to certain soldiers of the
Civil War; without amendment (Rept. No. 1254). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. R.
7897. A bill granting increase of pensions to certain widows
and former widows of soldiers and sailors of the Civil War;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1255). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. R.
7898. A bill granting pensions to certain widows and former
widows of soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1256). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House,

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. R.
7899. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain helpless and dependent children of soldiers and
sailors of the Civil War; without amendment (Rept. No.
1257). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. R.
7905. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain widows, former widows, and dependent children of
soldiers of the Civil War; without amendment (Rept. No.
1270). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. ALESHIRE: A bill (H. R. 7900) to authorize a
preliminary examination and survey of the Little Miami
River and the watershed thereof, in the State of Ohio, for
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flood control, for run-off and water-flow retardation, and
f;x)-l soil-erosion prevention; to the Committee on Flood Con-

By Mr. GWYNNE: A bill (H. R. 7901) to amend section
81 of the Judicial Code to provide for a Waterloo division of
the northern district of Iowa, and to provide for the estab-
lishment of an office of the clerk of the court at Waterloo,
Iowa; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. NORTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7902), to
regulate proceedings in adoption in the District of Colum-
bia; to the Commitfee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. LUDLOW (by request) : A bill (H. R. 7903) to pro-
vide retirement annuities for certain former employees; to
the Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. PALMISANO (by request): A bill (H. R. 7904)
relative fo salaries of librarians in the public schools of the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 7908) to amend title
IV of the Revenue Act of 1932 to impose an excise tax upon
the importation of menthol; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CLARK of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7907) to
grant recognition to distinguished military service; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. IGLESIAS: A bill (H. R. 7908) to extend the bene-
fits of section 21 of the Bankhead-Jones Act to Puerto Rico;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 7909) to amend the Federal
Farm Loan Act, to amend the Emergency Farm Mortgage
Act of 1933, to amend the Farm Credit Act of 1933, to amend
the Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation Act, to amend the
Agricultural Marketing Act, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. McGROARTY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7910)
to enable the Secretary of War to pay the amount awarded
to the Malabo fire claimants by the joint commission under
article 6 of the treaty of November 18, 1903, between the
Etlinited States and Panama; to the Committee on Appropri-

ons.

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. T911) to provide adequate
compensation for dependents of agents and inspectors of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation of the Department of
Justice; to the Commiitee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ELLENBOGEN: A bill (H. R. 7912) to reduce the
contributions of States and local communities for the con-
struction of flood-control projects, to amend the act en-
titled “An act authorizing the construction of certain pub-
lic works on rivers and harbors for flood control, and for
other purposes”, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7913) to amend the
Food and Drug Act of June 30, 1906, as amended; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. VOORHIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 448) to
make available to the Federal Government the facilities of
the Council of State Governments, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BOYER: A bill (H. R. 7914) to authorize the
presentation to John A. Leventis of a Distinguished Service
Medal; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BUCKLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7915) for
the relief of Mrs. C. G. Eidnes; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 7916) for the relief of
L. S. Myers; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, DISNEY: A bill (H. R. 7917) for the relief of Tom
Kelly; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7918) for the relief
of James A. Harris: to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. GWYNNE: A bill (H. R. 7919) granting an increase
of pension to Mary E. Recfor; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,
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By Mr. LAMNECK: A bill (H. R. 7920) for the relief of
Christine Yerges Conaway; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LUCKEY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7921) granting
an increase of pension to Louisa Wachter; to the Commitiee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MILLARD: A bill (H. R. 7922) for the relief of
Gordon George Blass; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. O'LEARY: A bill (H. R. T923) for the relief of
Josef Tominovich; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. RIGNEY: A bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of
George J. Turney; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. SECREST: A bill (H. R. 7925) granting a pension
to Georgia Hupp Williams; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) granting an increase of pension
to Blanche S. Keyes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPARKEMAN: A bill (H. R. 7927) for the relief of
Bertha Thompson Williams; to the Committee on Claiins.

By Mr. THOMAS of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R.
7928) for the relief of the firm of Cotonificio Bustese, S. A.;
to the Committee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petifions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

2052. By Mr. CURLEY: Petition of the American Foresiry
Association in regard to conservation legislation; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

2953. Also, petition of the Seattle Community Fund, en-
dorsing Senate Joint Resolution No. 85 for an appropriation
to study the social and economic needs of laborers migrating
across the State lines; to the Committee on Labor.

2954. Also, petition of the National Federation of Federal
Employees, United States Army Supply Base, Brooklyn,
N. Y., urging legislation be enacted giving all employees a

< minimum salary of $1,500 in the laboring class and $1,700
minimum in the clerical class with an automatic increase of
$100 per year for 4 years; to the Committee on the Civil
Service.

2955, Also, petition of the Independent Steel and Iron
Producers, endorsing the Schwellenbach-Eoppleman bill,
which provides means of controlling scrap export; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

2956. Also, petition of the Interstate Airways Committee,
of Washington, D. C., urging adoption of the McCarran-Lea
bill to place the air transport industry under Federal regula-
tion by the Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

2957. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolutions of the California
Baby Chick Association, relative to special poultry bureau,
excise tax, national animal theft, etc.; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

2958. By Mr. QUINN: Resolution of the International Fed-
eration of Technical Engineers, Architects, and Draftsmen’s
Union, of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging passage of the Wagner-
Steagall housing bill; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

2959. Also, resolution of the Department of Pennsylvania,
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, urging pas-
sage of House bill 2904, Philippine travel pay bill, also reso-
lution urging favorable action on House bill 6384; to the
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

2960. By Mr. SANDERS: Resolution of the Texas Bar As-
sociation, protesting the enactment of any legislation limit-
ing or restricting the rights of husband and wife with refer-
ence to community property; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

2961. By the SPEAKER.: Petition of the New Orleans As-
sociation of Commerce, New Orleans, concerning protection
of rights of employers and employees; to the Committee on
Labaor.

2962. Also, petition of the Kerrs Legal Research Bureau,
‘Los Angeles, Calif., with reference to the judiciary; to the
Commiftee on the Judiciary.
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2963. Also, petition of the East Bay Union of Machinists,
Local 1304, with reference to carrying out the present Works
Progress Administration program without any cuts in per-
sonnel; to the Committee on Appropriations.

SENATE
TuUESDAY, JULY 20, 1937

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, being called to
order by the Vice President.

Rev. Richard A. Cartmell, assistant rector, Church of the
Epiphany, Washington, D. C., offered the following prayer:

O Lord, the high and mighty Ruler of the universe, who
art ever more ready to hear than we to pray: We would seek
this day to stand in the light of Thy pure and unsearchable
wisdom. Thou hast promised that Thou wilt send Thy Holy
Spirit among us to lead us into all truth and that where two
or three are gathered together in Thy name Thou wilt grant
their request. Mindful of this, Thy gracious promise, O
Father, in these times, fraught with such deep perplexity,
we beseech Thee for Thy special guidance to save us from
all false choices, and that in Thy light we may see light and
in Thy straight path we may not stumble. Through Him
who lighteth every man that cometh into the world, Jesus
Christ, our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BargLEY, and by unanimous consent, .
the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Thursday,
July 15, and Friday, July 16, 1937, was dispensed with, and

the Journal was approved.
SERMON BY REV. H. BASCOM WATTS AT THE FUNERAL OF SENATOR
ROBINSON
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp the very beautiful fribute paid
to our late departed colleague and leader, Senator Rosmnson,

by the Reverend H. Bascom Waitts, delivered at the funeral -

services at Little Rock, Ark., on last Sunday affernoon.

There being no objection, the sermon was ordered to be.

printed in the REcorp, as follows:
SENATOR JOSEPH TAYLOR ROBINSON

Here we pay our tribute of respect to a great representative
American—JoserH TayrLor Roemsow. I shall not speak compre-
hensively of his work as a public official. That has been adequately
reviewed in the national press and by his admiring colleagues in
official life; and what word of eulogy could I speak that would be
sufficient? It is proper only that I should seek to be the medium
for expressing the deep affection and high esteem in which he was
held by the people of the State of Arkansas.

Half a dozen years short of the threescore and ten of the Psalmist,
yet few others in the history of our Nation’s life have lived so
tremendously and with such a varied career as this eminent states-
man. We are a little too close to him now to do justice to him.
Some of us admired him so enthusiastically that our praise may
sound a bit strident and may thus lose its force. Time will prop-
erly adjust his fame. I think that adjustment will assign him a
very high place in American history.

In the decades from about 1810 to 1850 there were three domi-
nating personalities in American legislative life—Webster, Clay,
and Calhoun. Possibly it may be too early to put Senator Rosin-
soN in a category with them, and I am sure he would have been
the last to have claimed any such distinction. But when a history
of the Congress and the crucial issues before it In the last three
decades is scientifically presented by careful students of the period,
it cannot omit him from rank with the foremost.

However, I am not thinking of him so much as a statesman, or
even a great man, but as a personality. When you saw Senator
ROBINSON you saw & remarkable personality. The test of personality
is the human interest in the daily incidents, reactions, and manners
of the man. How did he smile; why did he frown; what were his
tricks of gesture and speech; in what spirit did he meet the troubles
and trials of everyday life? Some men are aloof and austere—
only their doctrines interest us. They are mere doctrinaires.
Human contact with them detracts from their influence. No mere
“glad-hander” was Senator RoBinNsoN, but neither was he aloof nor
austere. His life, political, domestie, personal, was singularly open
and so vitally human that he inspired in men associated with him
genuine affection and unfeigned confidence.

Among tall mountains it is hard to measure . There is
too much of Rosmnson, too many vividly related phases of his
unusual personality, to discuss at length his great career as leg-
islator, advocate, Congressman, Governor, United States Senator,
leader of his party, representative of his Government at distin-
guished international tribunals, citizen, friend, husband. Certain
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